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The Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, MAY 12, 1866. 
—»—— 

TuE BILL “to establish Equitable Couucils of Con- 
ciliation between Masters and Operatives,” introduced 
into the House of Lords by Lord St. Leonards, aims at 
effecting the settlement of trade disputes without resort 
being had to litigation. The Act 5 Geo. 4, c. 96, which 
relates to the arbitration of disputes between masters 
and workmen, enumerates the causes of disputes which 
may be referred, whereas the present bill proposes to 
deal with all questions in dispute. This difference, in- 
deed, does not very much enlarge the scope of operation, 
and the old Act remains unrepealed. The advance in 
usefulness of the present proposal consists in the consti- 
tution of the tribuual of reference. Formerly the arbi- 
trators were appointed by a rather cumbrous procedure 
for the settlement of each question; under the new Act, 
a council may be licensed by the Crown in any locality 
where a number of masters and workmen of a specified 
standing in any particular trade shall call a special 
meeting and agree to petition her Majesty’s to grant 
such license to form a council to exercise the powers of 
the Act of 5 Geo. 4, c. 96. When formed, the council is 
to remain in office for a yeai, or until a new council is 
appointed, and is to consist of not less than four, nor 
more than twenty, of whom half shall be masters and 
half workmen. ll questions which shall be submitted 
to the council by both parties are in the first instance to 
be referred to a “committee of conciliation,” consisting 
of one master and one workman, who shall endeavour to 
reconcile the parties, or, failing to do so, shall remit 
the matter to the council to be disposed of as a contested 
matter in the regular course, and no counsel, solicitors, or 
attorneys are to be allowed to attend on either occasion. 
The award of the council may be enforced by distress or 
imprisonment under the provisions of the Act 5 Geo. 4, 
c. 96. 

Notwithstanding the roughness of the justice likely 
to be obtained from a council of conciliation, there is 
obviously no objection to the principle of the Act, pro- 
vided the parties concerned are sufficiently unanimous in 
their wishes that it should become law; but, on the other 
hand, it may be reasonably doubted whether more than 
avery limited number of cases would ever come before 
acouncil. Premising that the Act is chiefly intended to 
operate upon large classes of small disputes, not of them- 
selves worth the trouble and expense of a trial in the 
regular courts, and so to obviate the evils attendant upon 
strikes, it may be asked whether masters and workmen 
sufficiently recognise the community of their respective 
interests, so that either class would submit a disputed 
question to the arbitrament of a tribunal of which, at 
least, one half consists of members of the other? The 
little jealousies which would induce a workman to refuse 
to submit his case to the council because the master had 





| proposed such a course, would come into full operation, 
} t that he would be continually found opposed to a refer- 
} ence. A master, again, would be sure to know the opinions 
| of the workmen on the council, so as to be able to esti- 
' Wate the probability of an award being given in his 
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favour, and might, on that ground, withhold his consent 
toa reference. Partisanship, which should not interfere 
with the decisions of any judge, would not be conspi- 
cuous for its absence from councils of conciliation. 

Referring to the bill it appears singular that no attempt 
is made to classify trades, so that it should not be neces- 
sary to settle questions whether any particular branch of 
a trade is a separate trade of itself. As the first section 
now stands it would appear imperative that each separate 
trade must have its own council, and that, without far- 
ther explanatory words, every town of importance may 
possess its almost unlimited number of councils; this 
would be unnecessary and expensive. All documents 
should be free from stamp duty, and particularly the 
voting papers for the election of members, and the fees 
payable should be specified, and be on the same moderate 
scale as under the old Act. 

It is a somewhat curious fact that in the title of 
Lord St. Leonard’s Bill, the term “operatives” is used 
conspicuously, while in the body of it the word never 
once occurs, and “ workman” is the word made use of; 
such a colloqtial expression is, we allow, well under- 
stood, but in an Act of Parliament consistency of language - 
tends most to profit. 











WE REGRET to have to announce the death of John 
George Smyly, Esq., Q.C., which took place on Tuesday, 
and which resulted from a bronchial attack. Mr. Smyly 
was solicitor for the department for excise, stamps, and 
taxes, in the Custom-house, for many years, and had 
been previously a distinguished member of the bar. 
The attorneys in Ireland are taking steps to have the 
vacant office filled by one of their body. 





WE ARE GLAD to hear that Lord Chief Justice Cockburn 
is recovering from the attack of quinsy from which he 
has been suffering for some time, and hopes to be able 
to take his seat on the bench on the 22nd inst., the first 
day of Trinity Term. 





THE CLERKS TO JUSTICES’ BILL. 

We take it to be an axiom in sound legislation that the 
burden of proof lies on those who seek to change the ex- 
isting law; it is for them in the first place to point out 
the evil they complain of, and then to show that what 
they propose will remedy, or at least alleviate, it. 

Let us apply this test to a bill now before Parliament, 
which proposes, when it shall have arrived at the full 
blown dignity of an Act, to adorn the statute book under 
the name of “The Clerks to Justices’ Act, 1866." Its 
object is simply to prevent magistrates’ clerks in counties 
from prosecuting at Quarter Sessions and Assizes. After 
reciting the similar provision of the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, s. 102), it proceeds as fol- 
lows:—~“ From and after the passing of this Act it shall 
not be lawful for the clerk to any justice or justices of 
the peace for any county, &c., by himself, or his partner, 
or his clerk, to be directly or indirectly interested or em- 
ployed in the prosecution of any offender committed for 
trial by the justice or justices of whom he shall be such 
clerk as aforesaid, cr any of them, at any court of gaol 
delivery or general or quarter sessions, and every such 
clerk who shall so offend shall for every such offence 
forfeit and pay the sum of £100, with full costs of suit 
to every person who shall sue for the same in any of her 
Majesty’s Courts of Record in Westminster.” 

First, then, can the promoters of this measure lay a 
foundation for it by showing an existing evil ? Theoreti- 
cally, perhaps, they can, for it may be conceded that in 
theory it is undesirable that the legal adviser of the 
justices in petty sessions should have any interest what- 
ever in the committal of the accused. But let us see 
whether there is any practical evil under the existing law, 
for it is not the habit of John Bull to trouble himself 
much about squaring his constitution with theory. The 
magistrates’ clerks are a numerous body, and, though 
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they need not strictly be so, they are, with hardly any 
exceptions, attornies. “It is,’ said Lord Campbell, “by 
virtue of the advice given to justices by their clerks that 
the administration of the law by our upaid magistracy 
has been most beneficial” (2. v. Fox, 28 L. J. M. C. 
157). They are selected for the posts they fill because 
they are gentlemen of liberal education, of sound legal 
knowledge, and above all of high integrity; and if they 
are guilty of misconduct they may be removed by the 
justices, inasmuch as they hold their offices only during 
good behaviour. Such then being the services, the 
character, and the standing of the clerks, it is imputed 
to them by this bill, that, with a view to their own 
pecuniary gain, they corruptly induce the magistrates to 
commit prisoners for trial in cases which ought to have 
been summarily dealt with or dismissed. The imputa- 
tion, taken broadly, is ridiculous; indeed, the promoters 
of the bill themselves would probably admit that the in- 
stances of such misconduct are very rare, so rare indeed 
that we venture to say they are almost unknown; and, if 
this be the case, surely the power of dismissal which is 
vested in the magistrates is a sufficient remedy. We say, 
therefore, that the evil complained of, except to an infi- 
nitesimal extent for which a remedy is already provided, 
exists only in theory. 

Secondly, assuming the existence of the evil, what is 
the nature of the proposed remedy? The position and 
character of the magistrates’ clerks we have already 
pointed out. Let us now consider who, if this bill becomes 
law, will be their successorsin the prosecutions at sessions 
and assizes. It has hitherto been worth the while of the 
magistrates’ clerk to attend on these occasions, because, 
from his official position, he would probably be engaged 
in several prosecutions; but when the prosecutors have to 
find attornies for themselves, instead of having one found 
ready for them, their tastes are sure to vary, and the pro- 
secuting business will be dispersed. Attornies of the 
same class as the magistrates’ clerks will find it by no 
means worth their while to leave other business, travel 
to a distant town, and perhaps spend two or three days 
there for the sake of one or two prosecutions. The result 
will be that if attorneys are employed at all, they will be 
men of a lower position, and with little business; and as 
a natural consequence they will press hard for convictions 
instead of, as at present, merely seeing that the case for the 
Crown is fairly and temperately placed before the jury. 
But this is not the only evil to be apprehended, for in 
many cases, owing to the carelessness, want of means, 
or indifference of prosecutors, there will be no professional 
man ezaployed at all, and that will result in a great ex- 
tension of what is known at the bar as the “soup” 
system; the depositions will be handed down to counsel 
after the case is called on; he will be entirely ignorant 
of what he is to prove, and entirely unprepared for any 
point of law that may be involved in the case; he will 
flounder through the examination, confuse the witnesses, 
and confound the jury, in the manner customary with 
gentlemen in his unfortunate position; and the ends of jus- 
tices will find themselves in a fair way to be defeated. 
But there is a possibility of something even worse than 
this; if the atterneys do not take up the prosecutions the 
police may; and anyone who has heard much of the evi- 
dence of policemen will know what that means. 
be said that mayistrates’ clerks have long been ex- 
cluded from prosecutions in boroughs, and that none 
of these evils have resulted. True, but there is a 
wide distinction between the two cases, The dweller in 
a town enjoys the luxury of living next door to his 
doctor and his lawyer, while his less fortunate country 
cousin has to trudge miles in quest of either. In 
boroughs there are numbers of good attorneys willing to 
take up prosecutions because they can easily find out 
when their cases are likely to come on; and it is but 
little interruption to their other business to attend the 
court close by while the case itself is being heard; be- 
sides they have no riatica—they have no hotel bills to 
pay, and no travelling expenses. 


It may | 








Although the magistrates’ clerks are not to prosecute 
there is nothing said about their not defending prisoners 

It is clearly for the public good that attorneys should 
manage prosecutions; and we have endeavoured to 
show that the magistrates’ clerks are the only men of 
standing in the profession who can make it worth their 
while todo so. Atthe present time they get up almost 
all the prosecutions in the country ; this bill seeks to 
debar them from doing so on grounds utterly insufficient 
in practice, whatever they may be in theory; it further 
renders possible the dangers of police prosecution, ex- 
tends the evil of the “soup system,” and opens the door 
to an inferior class of practitioners, For all these 
reasons we trust it will not become law.* 





THE ATTORNEYS AND SOLICITORS OF 
IRELAND. 

The Freeman’s Journal says :—It is understood that at 
the general meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, to 
be held to-day, the provisions of the Bill now pending in 
the House of Lords for placing the Irish profession upon 
the same footing as their brethren in England will be 
taken into consideration. The measure is a most im- 
portant one, both to the profession and the public, and 
understanding that the proposed measure has for its 
object the conferring upon the Solicitors and Attorneys of 
Ireland the professional privileges enjoyed by their 
brethren in England, there can hardly be a doubt that 
the claims of the Irish Branch of the profession will be 
acknowledged and given effect to. We cannot under- 
stand why the Irish Solicitors should be denied the right 
to make rules for their own vrofession when that right 
is ceded to their English brethren. The profession of 
Barrister certainly confers no inherent right to lord i 
over the profession of Solicitor, and the law ought not 
give such an anomalous power to one body over another. 
Again, the Benchers receive annually large sums from 
the members of the profession and from their apprentices. 
These sums in England are dispensed by the Incorporated 
Society in the education and training of the appren- 
tices. Lectures, a library, and examination prizes are 
provided in England by the profession as stimulants to 
industry in the apprentices. The Irish profession are 
denied the right to educate their own apprentices. 
Several other anomalies exist which this bill will remedy, 
and we hold it to be as much the interest of the public 
as it is of the members of one of our most useful and 
honourable professions that full justice be done, and the 
same privileges conceded as are fully recognized and se- . 
cured in England. . 








LEGAL NOTES FOR THE WEEK. 


[The notes of cases under this heading are supplied by the gentlemen 
who report for the Weekly Reporter in the several courts.] 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
April 18; May 4, 5. 

PaxtRIpGE v. Foster.—Will—Construction—Quantity of 
interest—Amendment— Alleged voluntary assignee not ~~ 
assignment.—This suit had already (July 9, 14, 1864), beer 
heard on demurrer (reported 34 Beay. 1), on which occasion it 
was decided that an e/egit creditor is entitled to maintain a suit 
within a year from the entering up of his judgment, for the ap- 
pointment of a receiver of leaseholds to which the debtor was 
equitably entitled, and for a declaration that he has a valid lien 
on such leaszholds. Since the argument on the demurrer the 
plaintiff had amended his bill by alleging that since the serving 
out of the elegit the defendant had made a voluntary assign- 
ment of his interest in the leaseholds to one H, Foster, and praying 
that such assignment might be declared void as against him. 

A collateral question was also raised as to the quantity of the 
debtor’s interest in the leasehol®s in question. The testator, 
through whom the debtor derived his title, by his will left his 
leasehold property to trustees, and directed the rents to be laid out 





* Since these remarks wore written the second reading of the bill 
has been negatived in the House of Commons. The Opposing 
speakers grounded their opposition very much on the considerations 
urged in this article.—Lp, 4. J, 
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in the management of the same; and out of the residue of the | meeting of shareholders was in favour of a voluntary winding-up. 


rents he gave to his daughter, and her children after her, an ‘ 
annuity of £60, to cease m the year 1880; and if there should be | taken to realise the assets of the com 


It was of the first importance that steps should immedia’ 
y, and that could be 


no child of his daughter living at her decease, “ the trusts here- | better done by official than provisional liquidators, who could 
before declared to cease and determine and be held for my son | also give better security; there was not one instance in which 
‘Wm. Foster.” And he directed that if his son Henry John | moneys dealt with by the Court had been lost. The course of 
Foster should within five years put in a claim, he should have | this concern struck his Lordship with alarm. Last June the 
half the leasehold estate, subject “ with the other moiety thereof | business of the bank was sold for £160,000, and now, within a 
in favour of my son William to the sagan and trusts before | year of that period, the establishment fails for not less than three 


” 


mentioned ;”’ and the testator gave the resi 
equally between his said son William and his daughter 
Anne. 


ue of his Property millions and a-half. Many companies, some of which were now 
ary 


in his Lordship’s chambers, seemed to be formed only to be 
wound-up ; but this had been a bond fide concern, though in ten 


The case now coming on for hearing, Roberts, for the alleged | months everything had gone. The winding-up would, therefore, 
assignee, objected that the plaintiff had not proved sufficient to | be pene gary’ & but if found expedient to stay the compulsory 
e 


entitle him to the declaration prayed by his amendment—viz. 


» | Working o order and place the matter in the hands ofa 


the existence of any assignment,—and cited ney v. Tucker, | committee, that might be applied for. 


12 W. R. 33, 33 L. J. Ch. 559; Beavan v. Lor 
L. J. Ch. 299, 4 W. R. 275. 


Oxford, 25 


Re Tue Maprip Banxinc Company (LIMiTED).—In this 
matter two distinct applications were made to the Court—the 


The Master of the Rolls.—Do you deny the existence of the | one by a clerk of the company, the other by the promoters—for 


assignment ? 
Roberts.—I have no instructions as to that, my Lord. 


Selwyn, Q.C., Southgate, Q.C., C. Barber, Bevir, and Swan- 


ston, for other parties. 


payment of promotion-money. 
Selwyn, Q.C., and Roxburgh, were for the official liquidator. 
Southgate, Q.C., and Druce, for the claimants. 
His Lordship allowed the clerk’s claim, but as to the pro- 


Lorp RomiLLy, M.R.—The defendant H. Foster not denying | motion-money, he was of opinion that the allotment was not 
the fact of the assignment, the plaintiff is entitled to relief sought | bond fide, and refused the claim. 


by his amendment. The testator’s son, Wm. Foster, took one- 
half of the leaseholds and one-half of the residue, the testator’s 
other son Henry John not having appeared to claim under the 


will. 
Solicitors, Z. £. Johnson; Riches ; 


Vash ; and W. G. 
Coventon. 


May 5. 
Re Tue Rattway Finance Company (Limrtrep).—In this 


matter three petitions for an order to wind-up the company had 


been presented. 
Swanston for one of the petitioners, and Jessel, Q.C., for 
another, asked that the petition might stand over till the next 
ange day for the re-insertion of the advertisements directed 
y the Companies Act. 
Cottrell appeared for the company. 
Lorp Romi.ty, M.R., directed both the petitions to stand 
over till next petition day, and suggested that parties advertising 
their petitions should give a day’s grace—i.e¢., eight days’ 
notice. 
Locock Webb asked that the remaining petition might be trans- 
ferred to this court from that of Vice-Chancellor Wood. 
Lorp Romi1ty, M.R., allowed the transfer to be made. 


May 7. 

Re Tue Great NortHern Copper Mining CoMPANY 
Limitep).—Lorp Romi.ty, M.R., gave judgment in this case, 
ismissing the petition without costs. The matter had stood 

over to obtain the opinion of the shareholders of the company 
as to how it should be wound-up, or whether it should be 
wound-up at all, and the meeting had decided that the company 
should be continued. 

Selwyn, Q.C., Southgate, Q.C., Jessel, Q.C., Roxburgh, 

Brooksbank, Bush, and Jenner, appeared in the matter. 


Re Tue Untversat Bank (Limitep).—This was a petition 
for a winding-up order, presented by a Mr. Smith, who had 
taken overdue notes of the company from Mr. Cribb, a promoter. 
The notes in question had been given as promotion-money, an 
yo te on the part of Cribb that they should not be nego- 
ciated. 

Darby appeared for the petitioner. 

Caldecott for the liquidator. 

Lorp Romi1xy, M.R., said that the petitioner had not shown 
that, assuming him to be a creditor, his rights would be pre- 
judiced by the voluntary winding-up. The petitioner, who had 
taken the notes when overdue, stood in no better position than 
Cribb. The petition was dismissed with costs. 

May 8. 

Re Barnep’s BANKING Company (Lim1TEpD).—In this 
matter a petition for a compulsory winding-up order was pre- 
sented by the Bank of England. The petitioners were creditors 
to a very large amount, upon bills of exchange of Barned’s 
Bank. In June, 1865, the Barned’s Bank was sold for £160,000, 
and it was now indebted to the petitioners and others to the 
amount of £3,000,000 or thereabouts. The only question now 
was, whether the ordér to be made should be for a compulsory, 
or a voluntary, winding-up. 3 

Selwyn, Q.C., and Cotton, appeared for the petitioners. 

P Baggallay, Q.C., and Jessel, Q.C., for other parties, supported 
1¢ petition. 

Southgate, Q.C., Robinson, and North, for several other share- 
holders and creditors, asked that this petition should stand over 
till the 28th May, when another petition was to come on, pray- 
ing for a voluntary winding-up order. 

ORD RoMILLY, M.R., said he thought the banking company 
ought to be wound-up compulsorily, and that nothing would be 





VICE-CHANCELLOR KINDERSLEY. 
May 5. 
WHITCOMBE v. STEVENS. 

Suit to obtain a declaration of trust under the follow- 
ing circumstances:— 

Plaintiff’s husband was accidentally killed in 1863; a 
fund was subscribed for the benefit of plaintiff and her 
children, and paid into court. Four gentlemen, of whom 
defendant was one, were appointed trustees of the fund 
and stock purchased in their names. 

Defendant had become imbecile, and no trust deed had 
ever been executed. 

Eddis asked for the appointment of a new trustee, or 
that the fund should be vested in the remaining three, 
and that a deed of settlement should be executed. 

The Vice-Chancellor said that a new trustee had 
better be appointed, and, that to save expense of a re- 
ference, he would himself settle the deed of settlement. 





Berry v. HuGHEs.—Bill to obtain an injunction restraining 
defendant from counterfeiting trade mark on hop sacks. 
Defendant now submitting to a perpetual injunction, the 
decree was taken by consent. 

Bateman for the plaintiff. Collins for the defendant. 





VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART. 
May 4. 
* IN RE COLLIs, 

Thomas Collis, a tenant for life of certain lands at 
Hazlewood, sold lands to the Midland Railway Company, 
under their compulsory powers, for £310. #40 of 
this amount was allowed by the company as compén- 
sation for the injury, inconvenience, and annoyance 
which the petitioner was considered to have sustained. 
The purchase-money having been paid into court, the 
petitioner now asked that the £40 might be paid out 
to him personally. 
Sargant for the petitioner. 
Hardy, for respondent, referred to 8 Vict. c. 18, 8. 73. 
The Vice-Chancellor made the order asked. 





HARRISON v. WARDELL.—This was a suit by the trustees of 
the marriage settlement of a Mrs. Wardell to carry out the 
provisions of the same. Certain lands, subject to the trusts of 
the settlement, had been sold to the War Office under the direc- 
tion of a Mr. Templer, solicitor to the parties, and the proceeds 
of the sale had not been transferred at once into the names of the 
trustees. Owing to this supposed delay, and some further ques- 
tions of account between Mrs. Wardell and Mr. Templer, the 
present petition had been filed. The material question at issue 
was one of costs. 

The Vice-Chancellor gave costs to neither party, and ordered 
Mr. 'Templer to deliver his bill of costs as against Mrs. Wardell 
and her daughter within a fortnight. The sum received for 
the lands to be transferred to the cause of Wardell v. Harrison, 
and some balances in Mr. Templer’s hands to be paid into court. 
Malins, Q.C., and Fischer, for the petitioner, 

Bacon, Q.C., and Batten, for the respondent, 





gained by the standing over of the petition, even assuming that a 


Solicitors, Comde ¢ Wainwright; Clowes § Hickey. 
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Hueues v. Lyon.—Bacon, Q.C., and £. K. Karslake, peti- 
tioned to discharge an order of the Court in this cause, giving 
the conduct of the suit to a certain person. 

Malins, Q.C., objected to the motion on the ground that the 
person charged with the conduct of the suit had not been served 
with a copy of the petition. 

The Vice-Chancellor.—I must have all parties before me. 
The petition must stand over. 

May 8. 
COLES v. GOODE. 

In this case a suit instituted by the plaintiff had been 
compromised by him without the sanction of his 
solicitor. On the order to dismiss the bill being applied 
for, some doubt was expressed by the defendant’s counsel 
as to the validity of the compromise. - 

The Vice-Chancellor held that the client had a clear 
right to make a binding compromise without the 
sanction of his solicitor. 

J. H. Palmer, Q.C., and Wellington Cooper, for the 
plaintiff. 

Malins, Q.C., and Roxburgh, for the defendant. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR WOOD. 
May 2, 3. 

Cvunitt v. CoopER.—Motion for decree. The plaintiffs were 
trustees of large building estates, and the defendant was the 
lessee of a house on one of them. The bill charged that the 
defendant was building a wing to the house without the consent 
of the plaintiffs, and therefore in breach of a covenant in his 
lease. ‘The covenant in the lease was that the lessee would not 
build on the demised land any additional building except a 
coach-house, &c., and except ‘any conservatory, green-house, 
or other such like ornamental building, without the license in 
writing of the landlord or landlords for the time being of the 
demised premises.”” The defendant had commenced building a 
new wing to the house, without obtaining the written or other 
consent of the plaintiff. His defence now was that he had com- 
menced altering the wing into a conservatory before the bill was 
filed. He also set up a case that he was deceived in the contents 
of the lease; that the use of the house as a school had displeased 
the neighbours, one of whom, the solicitor for the plaintiff, had 
drawn the lease, and that this fact was the key to the pro- 
ceedings. 

The injunction prayed for by the bill was granted, and an 
inquiry was directed as to what parts of the additional building 
were suitable for a conservatory. The costs up to the hearing 
were ordered to be paid by the defendant. 

Giffard, Q.C., and Fischer, for the plaintiff. 

Amphlett, Q.C., and Hardy, for the defendant. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, James and John Hopgood ; for the 
defendant, A. S. 5 sa 


May 3. 
BETTS v. NEILSON AND OTHERS. 

This case came on by way of exceptions to the 
plaintiff’s answer to cross interrogatories. The subject 
of the suit was a patent, which had been obtained by 
the plaintiff, fo a kind of metai capsule, and which 
had been much litigated, both at law and in equity. 
The first action and suit for the infringement of the 
patent had been against a person named Menzies (see 
11 W. B. 1); these were both compromised, and part 
of the case for the defendants in the present suit was 
that Betts had in fact bought the acknowledgment by 
Menzies of the validity of the patent. The defendants 
in their answer alleged further that the plaintiff had 
compromised every action and suit commenced since 
Betts v. Menzies, in which the defence of want of 
novelty was raised, either directly or indirectly. The 
interrogatories which they had served on the plaintiff 
required him to set out the terms of these alleged com- 
promises. This he had refused to do, on the ground that 
the terms of the compromises were immaterial to the 
present suit, as he did not intend to rely in any way on 
the compromised trials, and was willing that the defend- 
ants should comment on his refusal to set forth the 
terms in any manner they liked. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Wickens, for the defendants, supported 
the exceptions. 

Willcoch, Q.C., and Everitt, for the plaintiff, contended 
for the sufficiency of the answer. 





Woop, V.C.—Held that the interrogatories were not 
sufficiently answered. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Kent; for the defendants, 
Hawkins, Bloxam, Paterson, 5 Power. 

May 3, 4. 

Darsy v. SWANSEA HARnBovur Trustees.—The question in 
this cause was whether a debt incurred by the Swansea Dock 
Company, whose undertaking had become vested in the defen- 
dants, the Swansea Harbour Trustees, and upon which judg- 
ment had been obtained in an action at law against these defen- 
dants, was a charge on the whole of these defendants’ se 
or only ona fund called the Swansea Docks Fund, established by 
the Swansea Harbour Act of 1857, by which the Dock Com- 
pany’s undertaking was vested in the harbour trustees. The 
question turned on the construction of this Act. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Locock Webb, for the plaintiffs. 

Daniel, Q.C., Giffard, Q.C., Willeock, Q.C., F. C. J. Millar, 
Surrage, and T. Tindal Methold, for the defendants in like in- 
terests. 

W. M. James, Q.C., and 7. Stevens, for the Swansea Harbour 


rus ° 

Woop, V.C., held that there was no enactment in the Swansea 
Harbour Act of 1857 which would enable him to say that the 
debt was"a charge on all the property of the harbour trustees, and 
made a declaration that the judgment debt was a valid charge on 
all the property formerly belonging to the dock company, now 
vested in the defendants, the harbour trustees, including all 
moneys receivable in respect of such property and directed by 
the Act of 1857 to be carried to the account of the Swansea Docks 
fund, but that such debt was not a charge upon the harbour 
fund or railway fund mentioned in the said Act. 

Solicitors, Rizon & Son; R. Nation, agent for L. Thomas, 
Swansea; Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson ; Peek § Downing ; 
Linklaters § Hackwood; H. Anton; and Venning, Naylor, § 


Robins. 
May 5, 7. 

Hanpiey Gas-Consumers’ Company.—Winding-up peti- 
tion.—After some discussion this was ordered to stand over till 
the last petition day of the sittings after next term, in order to 
see the result of certain proceedings in Parliament on a gas bill 
promoted by a rival company. 

Caldecott for the petitioner. Chitty for the company. 

Solicitor for the petitioner, Clarence Harcourt. 

May 8. 
IN RE CROUCHER’S SETTLEMENT TRUSTS. 

This was a petition, by certain of the cesteuw que 
trustent under a settlement, for the appointment of a 
new trustee. The trust property had been taken by the 
Metropolitan Railway Company, and it was sought to 
make the company pay the expense of the appointment. 

Terrell, B. Hardy, § Whitbread, appeared. 

Woop, V.C., dismissed the petition with costs. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
April 25. 


Rec. v. BLANSHARD.—Hayes, Serjt. (with him LZ. Cave), 
moved to quash conviction. Rule absoiute. 
April 28, 
‘Broveu, Appellant, » Homrray AND Ortuers, Re- 
spondents.—Sent back to be restated by the magistrates. 
May 2. 
Rec. v. Foote.—Mellish, Q.C., moved. Rule nist. 
Stewart, Appellant, 7. Fett, Respondent.—Judgment for 
the appellant. 
WHITFIELD v. BAINBRIDGE.—Conviction affirmed, 
METROPOLITAN BoaRD OF Works v. Grover.—Metcalf 
for the appellant. Judgment for the respondent. 
May 3. 
WuitwortuH v. Gameston.— Vatkin Williams moved, 
No rule. 
Garston v. CargEY.—Lush moved. Rule nisi. 
Asn v. Hay.—Rule absolute for a new trial. 
May 4. 
Grirritus v. THe Strnuowy Rartway Company.—WMel- 
lish, Q.C., moved for a rule to set aside an gder of BLACKBURN, 
J., at chambers. Rule nisi. 


Rec, v. LorrHovse AND ANoTHER.—Jorbes having ob- 
tained a rule nisi for an information in the nature of a quo 
warranto against the defendants, to show by what right they 
claimed to exercise the office of members of the Local Board of 
Health of Cottingham, in the East Riding of Yorkshire, 
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T. P. E. Thompson for the defendant Lofthouse, and Philbrick 
and H. Tindal Atkinson for the defendant Wilson, now showed 
cause. Forbes in support of the rule. Rule discharged. 


KEtty v. Suertocx, part heard.—The plaintiff, in person, 

was heard in support of the rule. Cur. adv. vult. 
May 7. 

Ex PARTE Witi1am Marsu, Clerk.—Bovill, Q.C., applied 
for a rule calling on William D. Wright to show cause why @ 
criminal information should not be filed against him for a libel. 

The Court were of opinion that the course of the applicant 
should be by action, and not by means of the prerogative of 
the Crown, and therefore refused the rule. 

Rec. v. Sir Grorce Grey.—The Solicitor-General and 
Hannen showed cause against a rule obtained by Mellish, Q.C., 
for a certiorari to bring up a certificate of the Home Secretary, 
under the Salmon Fishery Act, 1865, in order to quash it. 

Rule discharged. 

Ex parte AvERY.—Chambers, Q.C., moved for a rule calling 
on the magistrates to state a case under 20 & 21 Vic. c. 43. 

Rule nisi. 


Rec. v. Coox.—Crompton showed cause against a rule ob- 
tained in this term, by L. Temple, for @ certiorari to bring up a 
conviction under the Licensing Act to quash it. 

Rule discharged. 

Hupson v. STEvENS.—Holl moved to enforce an award of a 
master of the Court. ule nisz. 


IN THE MATTER OF THE TRINITY WARD OF THE BorovuGH 
or BLAcKBURN.—Poland move for a rule to the burgesses of 
the borough to elect assessors. Rule nist. 


Ex parTE SHaw.—Jenkins moved for a rule calling on 
Petch, the plaintiff, in an action Petch v. Shaw, to show cause 
why the defendant should not be discharged from York Gaol. 

The Court granted a rule to show cause why interrogatories 
should not be administered to the defendant, that being the 
usual course. Rule nisi. 

Hrsss v. Ross, part heard.— Brett, Q.C., gg in sup- 
port of the rule. Cur. adv. vult, 

Ex PARTE Gipps.—Horace Lloyd moved for a mandamus to 
hear a compensation case, under section 121 of the Lands’ 
Clauses Act. Rule nis?. 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
May 1. 

BANKHART v. Bowers.—This was a demurrer to a declara- 
tion. The action was upon agreement to purchase land, one 
(ithe conditions of which was that the defendant should pur- 
chase coal of the plaintiff; the purchase of the land had not 
been completed, and the plaintiff brought this action to compel 
che defendant to purchase the coal from him. The Court gave 
judgment for the defendant. 

Donovan v. MAnHOoNEY.—In this part heard case J. EZ. 
Palmer concluded his argument against the rule. 

O. B. C. Harrison appeared in support of it. 

The question raised was whether a person, who was not an 
official of the court, and who set the bailiff in motion, was 
within the protection of the County Court Act. 


Stet processus. 


Attorneys for the plaintiffs, Wood § Ring. 
Attorneys for the defendants, Hore § Sons. 
May 3. 

Hunter v. Roperts. — H. Giffard, Q.C., obtained leave 
from the Court to send this case back to the Master for him to 
review his taxation. , 

In rE Epoe.—C. Pollock moved for an order of the Court 
directing the officer to file a certificate of the disposition of pro- 
perty by a married woman, after the time had elapsed within 
which, according to the rule of court, such certificates are to be 
filed. rder made. 


THomas v. WINTER. — Grove, Q.C., and Aston, on be- 
half of the — appeared to show cause against a rule 
obtained by Mellish, Q.C., on behalf of the defendants. This 
was an action for the infringement of a patent, and had been 
consolidated with twenty-six other similar actions. The ques- 
tion now in dispute was as to the liability of the defendants in 
the remaining twenty-six actions to give security for costs. 
The case was finally settled by the defendants in the other 
actions undertaking to give security for costs in the event of 
their bringing up error. 

May 7. 


AceEnAL 0. Bestey.—J. Brown, Q.C., informed the Court 
that this case had been settled by the parties, and would not 
have to be argued. 

Cork anp Bannon Raitway Company v, Kmx.—A. L. 
Smith obtained an order in this case to compel the attendance of 
witnesses from Ireland. 





Hart v. Yorx.—This case had been referred to an arbitrator 
and award made; Lopez now obtained a rule to show cause why 
the award should not be set aside, unless the opposite party 
consented to allow it to be referred back to the arbitrator. ‘ 

Watessy v. GouLtpstone.—The plaintiff in this case claimed 
asum over £50, the defendant pleaded a set off, and the plaintiff 
finally obtained judgment for a sum less than £20. Prentice 
now obtained a rule to show cause why the plaintiff should not 
have his costs. 


WILDER v. RussELL.—Gates applied to the Court to allow 
this case to stand over till next term. ve given. 


Warine v. Scott; Scorr v. Warinc. — These cross 
actions were referred to the Master, who made an award in 
favour of Waring. Talford Salter now showed cause against a 
rule to show cause why the award should not be set aside, and 
the matter referred back to the Master on the ground that he 
had decided the case ex parte, and without giving a peremp 
order to the absent party to attend. It appeared that a day 
been appointed on which the case was to be heard, and both 
parties had assented to the appointment made, but that the 
attorney for Waring did not appear, and consequently the 
Master decided against Waring. 

The Court ordered the attorney for Waring to py the costs 
occasioned by the postponement of the case, and the order 
of reference be re-opened. 

Attorneys for Warin 

Attorney for Scott, 


Harrison § Lewis. 
ontner. 


May 8. 
Ex PARTE Bray.— Abbott a ay to the Court for leave for 
a married woman to dispose of her property without the con- 
currence cf her husband. Leave given. 


NEEDHAM ?. BREMNER.—Nasmyth obtained permission for 
the rule in this case to be enlarged till next term. 

PonTIFEX v. Wice.—Garth obtained a rule in this case to 
set aside the verdict and to enter a verdict for the defendant 
pursuant to leave reserved. 

Gites v. WaTxrIns.—A rule was made absolute by consent 
in this case. The rule was to set aside a prohibition directed 
to the judge of the county before whom the case was set down 
for trial. 

Yerrs v. Fox.—This case was tried before the under-sheriff 
of Norfolk. The verdict was found for the defendant, and the 
judge certified that the plaintiff was entitled to his costs. 

Baylis now showed cause against a rule ing on the de- 
fendant to show cause why the inquisition should not be set 
aside, and a new inquisition had. ‘ 

The matters in dispute were settled by the parties, and the 
Court made a rule mer he to give the plaintiff a verdict for 
nominal damages and the costs of the trial, and ordered each 
party to pay his own costs of all subsequent proceedings. 

SKRILL AND ANOTHER ¥. GLENISTER AND ANOTHER.— 
Keane, Q.C., obtained a rule to show cause why the plaintiff 
should not have his costs. 


Scorr v. THe UXBRIDGE AND RICKMANSWORTH RAILWAY 
Company.— Wood obtained a rule nisi to show cause why a writ 
of sci. fa. should not issue against certain shareholders in the 
defendants’ company to recover the amount unpaid upon their 
shares, in satisfaction of a judgment obtained against the defen- 
dants by the plaintiff, under 8 Vict. c. 16, s. 36. 


FEttTon v. Keen.—This was an action for slander, and for an 
assault. A verdict was found for the plaintiff with damages. 
The defendant obtained a rule to show cause why there should 
not be a new trial on the ground that certain evidence had been 
received which was not admissible, and also on the ground of 


surprise. : 
"the Court ordered the rule to be made absolute unless the de- 
fendant should consent to pay asum of £25, which the plaintiff 
agreed to accept. 
Ex PARTE CoorER.— Douglas Brown obtained the leave of 
the Court for a married woman to dispose of her property without 
the concurrence of her husband. 


BAIL COURT. 
May 4. 

Ex parte St. Lecer.—Philbrick moved for a rule nisi call- 
ing upon the Great Eastern Railway Company to show cause 
why they should not issue their warrant to the sheriff of 
Middlesex to summon a jury to assess compensation in 
of certain premises of the claimant which were about to be taken 


by the company. 
It a that only four days had elapsed since the com- 
ny had received final notice of the ap t’s desire to 
ave a jury summoned, and, therefore, the rule was refused. 
Ree. v. BRoapBent.—J. 4. Russell had, upon a former day, 
obtained a rule nist calling upon the defendant to show cause 
why he should not pay to one George Buckley the costs incurred 
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by him in obtaining a mandamus, and also the costs of the pre- 
sent application. 

Kemplay now showed cause, and said that the defendant had 
paid the costs of the mandamus, and that, therefore, the sole 
question was whether he ought to bear the expenses of the appli- 
cation. 

J. A. Russell was heard in support of this rule. : 

Rule absolute as to the costs of the present application. 


SKENE v. Davis.—Lord applied that this case might be heard 
in the full court. Application granted. 


Cotuins v. Noxes.—Collins showed cause against a rule 
obtained by H. T. Cole, calling upon the plaintiff to show cause 
bes & a verdict obtained by him in an inquiry held before the 
under-sheriff of Middlesex, should not be set aside, and a new in- 
quiry be held. 

H. T. Cole was not called upon to support his rule. 

. Rule absolute. 


Rec. v MAynarp.—Joyce showed cause against a rule calling 
upon the defendant to show cause guo warranto he claimed to 
act as a town councillor of the city of Durham. 

T. Jones supported the rule. 

May 5. 

Ex PARTE SHILLIBEER.—Joyce moved for a rule calling 
upon the Inclosure Commissioners to show cause why a writ of 
prohibition should not issue, forbidding them to confirm the 
award of a valuer, made under the General Inclosure Act, 
8 & 9 Vict. o. 118. 

It did not appear from the affidavits whether or not the 
requisites of the statute had been complied with, and the 
application was ordered to be renewed on a future day. 

BaLMrorTH v. PLEDGE.—Kemplay showed cause against a 
rule calling upon the plaintiff to show cause why a verdict he 
had obtained at the Bradford County Court should not be set 
aside and a new trial had. To be heard by the Full Court. 

Ex parte Siicut.—Bullock moved for a rule calling upon 
the Metropolitan District Railway Company to show cause why 
a mandamus should not issue commanding them to issue their 
warrant to the sheriff to summon a jury and assess compensation 
under the 68th section of the Lands Clauses Act. Rule nisi. 

May 7. 

Fray v. Vovutes.—Kelly had, on a former day, obtained a 
rule calling upon the plaintiff to show cause why so much of a 
rule of Court as had ordered the defendant to pay the costs in- 
curred in obtaining a judges order therein mentioned, should not 
be set a7 

C. W. Lewis now appeared to show cause against the rule 
which was ultimately allowed to drop, the parties coming to 


Rule absolute. 


May 8. 


Ex Parte SHILLIBEER.—Joyce renewed the application in 
this case which had been postponed on the 5th instant. 


Rule nisi. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
April 28. 


VANDENEURG v. SpooneR.—Karslake, Q.C., applied, upon 
affidavits, to have this case restored to the new trial” - 


Ordered to be restored. 
May 1. 


Pratt v. Hiceiss.—An application, made by Grove, Q.C.,, 
and Aston, to have this case restored to the new trial list was 


Srucocxs v. Lexr.—This case was restored to the new trial 
paper upon the application of Giffard, Q.C. 


Doverass v. Tuomrson.—Nasmith —_ in this case for 


a rule for a new trial on the ground that t 
= and perverse. 

e Court having consulted ByLes, J., who tried the case 
refused the rule. ae , 


MoneL v. Sterunns.—Coleridge, Q.C., a ed to show 
cause against a rule that had been obtained in this case. 
Denman, Q.C., and F. Russell, were heard in support of the 
rule. Rule p arid 
May 3. 


Heprey ¢. WaLunotox.—Ballantine, Serjt., and Murphy 
showed cause against a rule obtained in this case to stay all 
proceedings until an indictment for perjury that had been found 
against the nominal defendant should have been determined. 

Chambers, 2.C., and Archbold, supported the rule. 

The Court were of opinion that the defendant, although 

ly such, was in reality only a witness, and discharged 
the rule. Rule discharged. 
May 7. 


Dusom +. Batey.—In this case a rule nisi for a new trial had 
been obtained on the ground of surprise. 


e verdict was against 





Manisty, Q.C., and H. Shield, now showed cause. 
Temple, Q.C., and G. Bruce, supported the rule. 
Rule discharged. 


Tuomas v. ABRAHAMS.—Hayes, Sevjt., and Terrell, showed 
cause against a rule to stay proceedings in an action of eject- 
ment for the purpose of relieving the defendant against a forfei- 
ture for non-payment of rent, and for not insuring. 

Huddleston, Q.C., and L. Shelly, appeared in support of the 
rule. Rule absolute. 


Moore v. Mipcrey.—Field, Q.C., showed cause against a 
rule to stay proceedings upon a judgment on payment of the com- 
position provided for by a composition deed. 

Gates supported the rule. 


May 8. 


Hopce v. Grus.—Prentice showed cause against a rule for a 
new trial obtained in this case, and contended that the affidavits 
of merit were not sufficient. 

Joyce in support of the rule. 

The Court, declining to enter into the merits of the case, and 
considering that the fact of there being an affidavit of merits 
quite sufficient, made the rule absolute. Rule absolute. 


Marcetson v. Wartson.—Philbrick showed cause against a 
rule that had been obtained to enter a verdict for the defendant 
in this case. 

The question involved was whether a conditional order of 
discharge, under section 159 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
directing a sum of money to be paid over yearly by a bankrupt 
to his trade assignee, until all his debts were paid, there — 
no default in payment of such yearly instalments, was a goo 
defence to an action brought against such bankrupt for a debt 
proveable under the bankruptcy. 

Joyce was not heard in supportof therule. Rule absolute. 


Bovitton v. VALENTIN.—Dowdeswell, in showing cause 
against a rule why vo pegs should not give security for costs 
in this cause, objected to the form of the rule, which was 
absolute in its terms, and not in usual form, “ why proceedings 
should not be stayed until security for costs should be given.” 

Quain appeared on the other side. 

Rule absolute in usual form. 


TrpseETs v. CHANDOFY.—Joyce applied for a rule to amend 
an order of KEATING, J., made in this cause. Rule refused. 


Rule absolute. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
May 7. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN.) 

In RE C. J. WaGuorn.—This was an adjourned sitting for 
examination and discharge. The bankrupt, Mr. Charles James 
Waghorn, was an attorney of 86, Mark-lane, and of 33, Great 
Tower-street. Debts and liabilities, £1,780; with available 
assets of doubtful value. The case had been adjourned, in con- 
sequence of a suggestion that the bankrupt had not given up his 
books of account. 

Richard Davis (solicitor) for the assignees, and Lewis (soli- 
citor) for the bankrupt. 

His Honour, in the absence of further opposition, passed 
the examination and granted the order of discharge. ; 


COURT OF DIVORCE. 
May 1. 
JENNER v. JENNER AND BALLINGER. 

This was a husband’s petition for dissolution of mar- 
riage on the ground of the wife’s adultery, which was 
tried before Sir C. Cresswell, the late Judge-Ordinary, 
and which resulted in a divorce being granted. An ap- 
plication had been subsequently made by the husband to 
effect an alteration in the marriage settlement. 

WILDE, J.0., now delivered judgment.—An applica- 
tion has been made to the Court affecting the marriage 
settlement. The trial took place before the late 
Sir ©. Cresswell, whose notes I have carefully gone 
through, and I can find nothing in the circumstances 
of this case which in any way affect the general rule of 
this Court for the alteration of settlements, 

The sum of £700 was settled on the wife for her life, 
then on the husband for his life, with ultimate trusts in 
favour of the children of the marriage, and the present 
application is on the part of the husband that the Court 
should put him in possession of part of the fund. The 
petition was served on the wife, who, however, does not 
attend to oppose. Affidavits have been put in on the 
part of the husband to show that in a conversation which 
had taken place with the wife, she had stated that she 
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had no objection to granting him the sum that he asked 
for in his petition. 

The Court, however, does not feel justified in inter- 
fering with the corpus of the fund, and sees no reason 
why the order made in other similar cases should not be 
made in this case, namely, that the settlement should be 
altered, so as to act asif the wife had died in the hus- 
abnd’s lifetime. Order accordingly. 





COURTS. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
fay 5.—In re Garrold, a solicitor.— Mr. O. Morgan, on 
behalf of Mr. Samuel Phillips, of Hereford, applied that Mr. 
Garrold, a solicitor of that city, might be ordered to pay over 
to the petitioner two sums of money received by him on be- 
half of the petitioner, in respect of sale moneys of certain 
property. The respondent alleged by his affidavit that the 
titioner had desired him to invest the moneys, and that he 
ad accordingly lent various sums to different individuals 
and could not procure the immediate repayment thereof. He 
also stated that he had been greatly occupied of late by various 
matters, especially with regard to the petition as to the 
election of members for Hereford. He likewise claimed a 
lien on the moneys. 

Mr. Karslake appeared to oppose the petition, and stigma- 
tised the hardship of its presentation. 

His Lordship, however, said that the petitioner was clearly 
entitled to the money, and ordered Mr. Garrold to pay it be- 
fore the second seal day in Trinity Term, and to pay the costs 
of the motion, 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
Sittings in Banco.—(Before Ertx, C.J. and Byes, Krar- 
ING, and SmiTH, JJ.) 

May 8.—Batemanv. The Mid-Wales Railway Company.— 
In this case and two others, arising out of similar circum- 
stances, the Court was occupied with arguments both yester- 
day and to-day, and the principal question was one of con- 
siderable importance. The question was whether a railway 
company could legally give bills of exchange; and in the 
three cases it was stated that securities to the amount of 
£60,000 were involved. 

Mr. Bovill, Q.C., Mr. Karslake, Q.C., Sir G. Honyman, 
Mr. Holland, and Mr. Mathew, appeared for the different 


ties. 
PThe Court held that it was not within the competence of 
the railway company to accept bills of exchange so as to bind 
its shareholders, and they expressed their opinion that if the 
law were otherwise great inconvenience would result. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner WINsLow.) 

May 8.—Jn re James Carter Dalton.—This was an ad- 
journed sitting for examination of discharge. 

Mr. Dalton was an attorney formerly of 3, Bucklersbury, 
and now of 3, George-yard, Lombard-street, and elsewhere, 
and also carrying on business in co-partnership with Robert 
R. Hill, as attorneys under the firm of Dalton & Hill at 
Ipswich and Woodbridge, Suffolk, and at Harwich, Essex. 
The proceedings were initiated by creditors’ petition, and 
the followin appear to be the leading figures of the balance- 
sheet:—Creditors unsecured, £4,203; creditors holding 
security, £4,180; liabilities on account of Matthew Shield, 
£10,190; liabilities upon bills discounted, £1,505; liability 
for rent, £60; and creditors to be paid in full, £50; with 
assets, good debts, £2,781; doubtful, £4,669; property sur- 
rendered to assignees, £500; and property in the hands of 
creditors, £2,155. 

Mr. Reed appeared for the assignees, and Mr. Laurance 
for the bankrupt. 

It was stated that Mr. Dalton had been required to file 
certain special accounts, and to answer requisitions tendered 
to him by the assignees, With this order he had not yet 
complied, but since the last sitting he had rendered valuable 
information with regard to the debts due to the estate. 

A month’s adjournment was taken by consent. 

—— Inve Henry Morton Ody.—A sitting for examination 
under the bankruptcy of Mr. Ody, a solicitor of 14, Trinity- 
st., Southwark, was adjourned by consent in consequence of 
the absence of the necessary accounts, 

Mr. Godfrey for the assignee. 





COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 
(Before Pottock, C.B., Martrx, BRAMWELL, and 
Picott, BB., and Sairu, J.) ; 

April 28.—The Queen v. Whitehead—A Deaf and Dumb 
Witness.—This was an indictment tried at the Salford quarter 
sessions. When the prosecutrix was called she was found 
to be deaf and dumb. Her father informed the Court that 
he could interpret her evidence, but, after a short time, he 
was obliged to abandon it, saying she did not appear to 
understand him. A person, who represented himself as 
accustomed to deaf and dumb persons, after communicating 
with her by signs, said he thought he could interpret what 
she meant. After the case had pruceeded some time, he 
ascertained that she replied ‘‘ Yes” to every question, and 
he came to the conclusion that she was not a fit and proper 
person to give evidence. In fact he could not make her 
understand any communication he made to her. The chair- 
man then withdrew what had been represented to be her 
evidence from the jury, and put the case to them on the other 
evidence. The jury convicted the prisoner, and the chair- 
man had sent this point to the court to know if he had acted 
right in what he had done. 

Mr. Torr appeared for the prisoner; Mr. Hopwood for the 
prosecution. 

The Lord Chief Baron said that the chairman at the 
sessions had acted perfectly right, and that the conviction 
was good. 

Conviction affirmed. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


STrrenDIARIEs Law. 

Sir,—As I think your leading article on this subject in 
last Saturday’s Journal calculated to convey, to the casual 
reader, an erroneous impression as to the law on the subject 
of which it treats, and one which you had no intention to 
promulgate, I venture to offer a few remarks founded on 
some years practical acquaintance with the matter in ques- 
tion, which, perhaps, may be usefully read in connection 
with the article. 

By the Consolidation Act, 24 & 25 Vic. c. 100, s. 50— 
Carnal knowledge of a girl under the age of ten years is 
made Felony. 

By section 51—If the girl is above ten years of age and 
under twelve, the same offence is a misdemeanor. 

At Common Law the attempt to commit either a felony or 
misdemeanor is in itself a misdemeanor, but of course only 
liable to the common law punishment which does not in- 
elude hard labour. 

By section 52—The attempt to have carnal knowledge of 
any girl under twelve years of age (including of course girls 
under ten years of age), is made punishable by two years 
imprisonment with or without hard labour. 

Now I venture to submit that the decision in R. v. 
Johnson, 13 W.R. 815, was surprising to no lawyer, but on 
the contrary was foretold and expected by every one who 
thought on the subject at all; and, indeed, it does seem 
surprising that the Chairman of Quarter Sessions ever re- 
served the point. 

The first count of the indictment was for the misde- 
meanor, under the 51st section of the Act. Second, for 
indecent assault. Third, common assault. 

As was admitted on the argument in that case, it was 
quite open for the jury to have convicted the prisoner on 
the first count, either of having actually had carnal connec- 
tion with the girl, or of the attempt to have it (under Lord 
Campbell’s Act, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 100, s. 9); which last 
mentioned conviction would have been punishable with 
imprisonment and hard labour, under section 52 of the Con- 
solidation Act. 

Instead of taking either of these courses, however, the 
jury convicted on the second count of an indecent assault ; 
and it was attempted to be argued in the case that the age 
of the child rendered it impossible for her to consent, so as 
to deprive the offence of its character of an assault. 

The Court, however, held that the greater the youth of 
the child the more difficult was it to prove consent; but 
that at no time did consent necessarily become impossible. 

This decision only referred, however, to the case of an 
assault; and offences committed under either of the sections 
50, 51, and 52 (except that portion of the latter relating to 


' indecent assaults) are still just as much offences, although 
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consent be proved, as they were before the decision in R. v. 
Johnson. 

In ordinary cases no difficulty ever occurs. 

The prisoner is charged with the Felony under section 50, 
or the Misdemeanour under section 51, as the case may be; 
and if in either case proof be wanting of the actual com- 
mission of the crime, he may be found guilty of the attempt 
as before remarked. 

If it is evident that there will be no evidence of the 
actual commission of the offence, then the attempt only is 
charged. In either case the question of consent is wholly 
immaterial. 

I think it right to offer these remarks because it is well 
that it should not be supposed that since the decision in R. 
v. Johnson, there is no more protection thrown over girls 
under twelve years of age than others. In point of fact, 
that decision has no reference to their case, as it exists by 
virtue of the statute ; and it decided nothing which had 
not been decided before. 

I think it right to observe, in conclusion, that there is 
one class of cases where a difficulty does occur in reference 
to girls of tender years, and where they ought to receive a 
statutory protection which does not now exist. I allude to 
those in which the offender employs some instrument or 
some part of his body, other than his person, for the gratifi- 
cation of his vile passions. In these cases, which of course 
do not come either under section 50, 51, or 52, no offence 
is committed if consent is shown, unless the affair take 
place in so public a manner as to involve an offence against 
public decency or morality; but, surely, young children 
ought to be protected from these wrongs just as much as 
they are now protected against carnal connection, under 
sections 50, 51, and 52 of the Statute. 

A CLERK oF INDICTMENTS. 


[The article in question, our correspondent will observe, 
dealt only with the case of assault, as distinguished from 
any attempt at criminal intercourse. In R. v. Johnson this 
attempt was negatived by the Jury, in Jackson’s case it was 
not even charged. But our article was in fact directed 
merely at the assumption, on the part of the magistrate, of 
a right to disregard the decision of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal. Cases frequently occur (we have had more than 
one in this our own experience) where, though there has 
been the most indecent conduct towards children of tender 
years, there has been no sort of attempt at carnal connec- 
tion, and therefore, if no assault, no offence. 

On the general question we should be glad indeed to see 
the law altered so as to protect little children from this sort 
of contamination, but all we have said is (and we think our 
correspondent does not in fact mean to dispute it), that, as 
it now stands, a man may with impunity indulge in the 
most indecent conduct towards a child, old enough to be 
vitiated but not old enough to understand that she is being 
depraved, provided only she does not resist, and he does 
not attempt to consummate his bestiality by actual carnal 
connection. This was, however, merely incidentally touched 
on in our article, which is purported only to discuss the 
propriety of a police magistrate sending a man for trial 
against whom, as the case was reported, hee was no prima 
facie evidence of any ‘‘ offence,” and the decency of coup- 
ling such commitment with a remark to the effect that he 
hoped the Court of Quarter Sessions would disregard a 
solemn decision of the Court of Criminal Appeal.—Ep. S. J. 





Tue Lorp Cuier Justice oF IRELAND. 

Sir,—Please enlighten my puzzled head under the follow- 
ing circumstunces:—Lately I read an article in the Times 
upon the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, and was shocked to 
ink what an improper old gentlemen that venerable per- 
must be. For, like many others, I, of course, never 
doubted what the Times tells me; moreover, in this instance, 
the censure of that journal was confirmed by the Marquis of 
Clanricarde in the House of Lords, and a Mr. Bryan in the 
Commons; and a man must indeed be fastidious and scep- 
tical if he doubted the authority of these two personages on 
a question of propriety of joint and delicacy of feeling. 
So my mind was at rest yesterday, and the Lord Chief Justice 
condemned for his “ senilty ” and ‘* clinging to a dignity the 
duties of which he cannot perform.” But, alas! this day’s 
Times has upset all my conclusions on the subject. In the 
Irish intelligence 1 read a long and elaborate judgment in the 
Queen ¥, Fannin, on an important point of law, delivered by 
& Lord Chief Justice Lefroy, evidently the production of a 





man anything but ‘‘senile” or ‘‘incompetent:” I naturally 
say to myself, oh, there must be two J udge Lefroys—a ‘‘senile”’ 
and a **competent’’ one, and this must be the latter; but 
‘*Dod’s” book tells us there is only one, and that that one 
is the man who has been guilty of living to ninety years of 


age. 

SThe climax of the puzzle is yet to come. I hear that this 
very case of The Queen v. Fannin has been twice argued, 
once in the absence of the Lord Chief Justice, when the result 
was that the judges could agree upon nothing but that it 
should be reargued in the presence of the Lord Chief Justice, 
and that it was adjourned for that very purpose. 

What conclusion am I to arrive at as to the competence of 
Lord Chief Justice Lefroy? ‘To which of the two copies of 
the Times am I to pin my faith? or am I to believe that 
the Lord Chief Justice is ‘‘two gentlemen in one”, the 
one ‘‘ senile and incompetent,” as represented by the writer 
in the Times of Friday, the other competent, and worthily 
closing a long, honourable, and illustrious career, as testified 
by the conduct of his brethren on the bench in the case of 
The Queen v. Fannin, reported in this day’s Times ? j 

May 5. Quis. 


CoMMISSION ON SAEs OF LAND. 

Sir,—Can you, or any of your readers, inform me whether 
it is usual or correct for a solicitor to charge his client a 
commission on the sale of property by private contract. 

I have sold property belonging to a client of mine for 
several thousand pounds. Must I make the charges as for 
journeys, attendances, letters, &c., as is the case for general 
business, or shall I be right in charging a commission on 
the purchase-money in like manner as a property agent 
would charge ? SUBSCRIBER. 

{If the solicitor has procured a purchaser for his 
client, we think he would be justified in charging the fee 
authorised by the Statute of Anne (5s. per £100), but no 
other commission ; and he clearly would not be permitted, 
even by agreement, to make any charge whatever except his 
regular taxable charges, when he acted as solicitor 
merely.—Ep. S. J.] 








CALL TO THE Bar. 

Sir,—A solicitor desirous of joining one of the inns of 
court will see from the consolidated regulations, a copy of 
which can be had at the office of the treasurer of any of the 
inns, that unless he is either a university man, or has 

assed a public examination within her Majesty’s dominions, 
he will not be exempted from passing the preliminary ex- 
amination for bar students, notwithstanding any examina- 
tion he may have passed as a solicitor. The subjects con- 
sist of Latin, English, and English History. ‘‘ An old sub- 
scriber” must instruct counsel to apply to have his name 
taken off the roll of attorneys before he can enter any inn 
of court. A STUDENT. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Dantex O’Connens. Frencu, of Liverpool, to be a 
master extraordinary for taking affidavits for the High Court 
of Chancery of Ireland. 


Ricwarp Botton Barton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be 
Clerk and Sealer of the Insolvent Debtors’ Court at Bombay, 
vice Mr. J. W. Mr. Barton was called to the bar at 
Gray’s-inn in 1850, he has been Coroner and Acting Senior 
Magistrate of Police under Sir Bartle Freres. 


J. O'Leary, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to act as Clerk of 
the Crown in the High Court of Judicature at Bombay, 
during the absence of Mr. Marriotf. 

R. A. Datrtas, LL.D., Solicitor, to be Fellow of the 
University of Bombay. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, May 3. 
K1no’s Inns. 
On the motion of the Marquis of Clanricarde, a return was 
ordered of moneys received by the Hon. — of King’s Inn, 


of the names of the benchers and their profession, and of # 


copy of their rules, 


SC Or RE OOS oh tase i alk a ee 


iy 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, May 9. 
Courts oF CHANCERY (IRELAND) BILL. 

The motion for the second reading of this bill having been 

ut, 
F Mr WHITESIDE, Q.C. asked that this discussion should be 
postponed, as he had come prepared with the — to discuss 
only the Common Law Courts Bill, which had been post- 
poned. The Common Law Courts Bill contained 144 clauses, 
and vertainly afforded enough matter for discussion to have 
occupied the day, and he should have been willing to discuss 
that Kill, and had come prepared to do so. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL for IRELAND said he had distinctly 
advised his right hon. friend that this bill would be pro- 
ceeded with, if time allowed, to-day ; he therefore could not 
consent to the adjournment. 

Mr. MILLER, 0.C. understond last evening the answer 
given to be simply that the bill would be proceeded with 
to-day ; but it was not said that the Common Law Courts 
Bi'l would be postponed. 

Mr. WuiITEsIDE then left the House to fetch his papers. 

After a short interval, 

Mr. WHITESIDE returned, and said that he had not been 
the cause of the delay that had occurred this session in re- 
ference to this bill. Under this bill he found that seventeen 
new officers might be appointed; to judge whether any 
necessity had arisen for this addition to the staff it was 
necessary to see what the staff was. In Ireland there were 
one Chancellor, one Lord Justice, one Master of the Rolls, 
one Judge of Probate, two Judges in the Landed Estates 
Court, and four Masters—in all ten. In England there 
were one Chancellor, two Lords Justices, one Master of the 
Rolls, three Vice-Chancellors, and one judge of the Probate 
and Divorce Court—in all eight. So that in England there 
were but eight judicial officers to do all the business of 
Chancery, while there were ten in Ireland. Surely that was 
enough, and why, then, was it proposed by this bill to in- 
crease the number to seventeen. The committee which 
some years ago was appointed upon this subject was presided 
over by the present Attorney-General, and when he proposed 
in the report to put in a clause in favour of creating Vice- 
Chancellors, it was distincly negatived. The Masters were 
constituted four judges, and did their duty perfectly well. 
He had a written statement from one of the registrars of 
the Court of Chancery, who said that one Vice-Chancellor 
would never be able todothe work of the four men whose offices 
it was intended to abolish. If one man could do the work 
he certainly must be a remarkably clever man, but he did 
not believe that such a person could be found in Ireland. 
The committee recomended that every equity judge should 
dispose of the whole suit before him without any reference, 
pon po of their resolutions recommended the practice of 
receiving evidence vivd voce before the judge who had to 
decide the case. That was a sound practice, and every facility 
ought to be afforded for the extensive application of that 
—. The proviso that the evidence should be taken by 

e examiners was vicious in principle, because the examiners 


had no yi to decide what was legal evidence and what was 


not. He hoped that the Solicitor-Goneral for Ireland would 
in his reply particularly direct his attention to the question 
of costs. In his opinion the costs under the new system 
would be much heavier than they were under the old. No- 
body had ventured to say that the proposed system would 
be cheaper than the present one. Another point on which 
the Master of the Rolls and the commissioners had different 
opinions, was a& to the practice of compelling a plaintiff to 
swear that the facts in his petition were true to the best of 
his information. On that point the practice in the two 
countries was different. ‘In Ireland when the plaintiff swore 
to the truth of his petition, it was not necessary to call a 


ange witness as to the facts, while in England everything | 


to be proved.* The house was now asked to overthrow 
that practice by passing the present bill. ‘The plan he (Mr. 
Whiteside) advocated was to keep the Masters because they 


had them, and to make the appeals from their decision go, | 


not to the Master of the Rolls, but at once to the appellate 
court. How did the judgments of those gentlemen whom 
it was proposed to supersede stand? From Janurry, 1851, 
to A 864, there were 14,448 cases brought before them, 
in which there were 134 a peals and forty-two reversals, or 
about two in a year. e proportion of reversals was 

*If the plaintiff swears to the truth of the statement in the Bill that 
is suficient.—Ep 4. J. 








unusually small, and yet they were told that these gentle- 
men were not competent to conduct the public business. 
Then as to the chief clerks, the question of their employment 
was a vital one. He objected in toto to transfering such 
important duties to the chief clerks, and leaving them to 
investigate the accounts. What the Government apse 
to do was to change a useful tribunal into an imperfect one. 
He moved that the bill be read a second time that day six 
months. 

Mr. S. Miizizr, Q.C., complained? that the law officers of 
the Crown had made no statement to justify this measure. 
If there was one evil more than another under which Ireland 
was suffering it was that unceasing ever-varyiny legislation 
that was going on for that country. The English system of 
proceeding was precisely the converse of the Irish one in 
that respect. The bill would introduce a system entirely at 
right angles with that which he maintained had worked 
satisfactorily since it was established in Ireland, and there- 
fore he should offer it his earnest opposition. 

General DuNNE considered that this bill was simply one 
to create places. 

Mr. HENLEY said that after the long and interesting state- 
ments, he could not call it a debate, which they had heard 
on matters of great importance and interest to all who had 
paid attention to such matters, he certaintly did hope that 
the law officers of the Crown would have offered such ex- 
planations as might enable him to form a judgment as to 
which side was right or wrong. 

Tue Sottcrror-GENERAL for [RELAND said his reason for 
not speaking ealier was to know what could be said against 
the bill, because he considered the opposition of the right 
hon. gentleman the member for the University ef Dublin was 
insufficient and inconclusive, and such as did not require or 
demand, when considered, any answer. The Master of the 
Rolls in Ireland was one of the first witnesses examined by 
the Royal Commissioners, and the bill was entirely in accord- 
ance with his evidence. The Lords Chancellors of England 
and Ireland were not commissioners, in deference to Lord 
Westbury’s opinion; but those appointed were men of the 
greatest ability in relation to Chancery practice in both 
countries, and they were men not likely to countenance a 
job. There was a universal opinion in Ireland that the Irish 
system was bad, and should be assimilated to that of 
England. The hon. and learned gentleman was proceeding 
with his remarks when the debate was adjourned by the 
standing order of the House, it being a quarter to six 
o'clock. 

Mr. WuITESIDE asked when the debate would be resumed. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL for IRELAND said at the earliest 
possible time. 

Thursday, May 10. 
Bankruptcy Law AMENDMENT BILL. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the second reading of this 
bill, the object of which is to consolidate the law on this 
subject, and to make alterations in the existing law. The 
hon. gentleman traced the history of the law of bankrupte 
from its introduction in the reign of Henry VIII., at whic 
time and until 1705, it was highly penal in its character. 
At the latter period the principle of Eochetging bankrupts 
who conformed to the law was adopted. In 1825 a consoli- 
dation of the existing acts was attempted, and it was first 
provided that creditors might oppose the discharge. In 1831, 
alterations in-the administration of the bankrupt law were 
made, a Court of Bankruptcy was established, and an official 
administration substituted for that by creditors. In 1844, 
a trader was allowed to make himself bankrupt. In 1849 an 
act was passed, by which a classification of certificates 
according to conduct was introduced, and the system of com- 
position with creditors was enlarged. Then came the act of 
1861, which abolished the distinction between non-traders 
and traders, and all were classed when the case arose as bank- 
rupts ; greater power was given to creditors, as distinguished 
from official assignees ; a criminal jurisdiction was given to 
the Bankruptcy Court, new mercantile offences were created, 
which were punishable by imprisonment, and the system of 
composition deeds was expanded. This system did not work 
well, and in 1864, a committee examined into the whole 
subject of bankruptcy, and made recommendations, almost 
all of which were embodied in the present bill.* 

Mr. Morratr moved that the bi be referred to a select 
committee. 

Mr. BARNETT concurred. 


* We propose to give a reswed of the bill next week, 
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Mr. AyrTon, as the author of the report of the committee, 
entirely approved of a bill which embraced most of its re- 
commendations, and put it that there was no necessity to 
have it considered by a select committee. 

Mr. Freshfield supported, and Mr. Crawford, Mr. Lusk, 
Mr. Bazley, Mr. Samuelson, and Mr. Cowen, opposed the 
sending of the bill to a select committee. : 

Mr. Lowe said that the Honse had full security that this 
was a well considered measure, and by sending it back toa 
select committee the whele question would be re-opened. 

The bill was read a second time. 








SCOTLAND. 
COURT OF SESSION. 
Longworth v. Yelverton.—The motion for a rule to show 
cause for a new trial in this case will be heard on the 18th. 


OLD COURT. 
(Before Lorp CowAn.) 

Charge of Embezzlement against a Glasgow Solicitor.— 
John Strachan, writer in Glasgow, was accused of the crimes 
of falsehood, fraud, and wilful imposition, with the va- 
tion of being committed by a law agent on his client, as also 
breach of trust and embezzlement; but the panel, on his 
name being called, failed to appear, and his bail bond was 
declared forfeited, and sentence of outlawry pronounced 


against him. 





IRELAND. 


DISTURBANCES IN CHURCHES. 

Some proceedings in the Capel-street Police Court possess 
a painful iaterest, inasmach as two Churches in Dublin 
have recently been the scenes of riotous proceedings during 
Divine service. Mr. Murphy (Crown Prosecutor) attended to 
prosecute two young men for disturbing the congregation in 
Grangegorman Church. It appeared that they were not 
members of the congregation, and counsel contended that 
this circumstance showed that they had attended with the 
intention of disturbing the service, which it was clearly poomee 
they had done in avery unbecoming manner. In this church, 
as in the parish church of St. Bride’s, certain ritualistic ob- 
servances on the part of the celebrant minister had excited 
strong feelings of disapprobation. The result has been great 
excitement, and much disorderly conduct. The prosecution 
was instituted under thé Act 23 & 24 Vict. c. 32; but besides 
the rioting and disorder in the church, there were very serious 
assaults made upon the police as they were removing the 
prisoners in custody. Mr. Sidney, Q.C. appeared for the 
prisoners. 

The magistrates, at the close of the case, commented on 
the necessity of preserving thelaw. Ifthere were disapproval 
of the mode in which the service was conducted, clamour 
was not the way tc put it down. The cases would be post- 
poned so as to allow a Sunday or two to elapse, and try if 
there would be any repetition of the misconduct, now that 
the law was openly declared. It was not the business of 
every man to go and try to put a stop to whatever he ob- 
jected to. 

Uspve Isrirunce over TEsTATors. 

Another of those remarkable Probate Court cases which 
have excited much interest in Ireland, has been at trial last 
week before Judge Keatinge and a special jury. The property 
involved amounted to about £35,000; all of it was bequeathed 
to pious purposes connected with the Roman Catholic Church. 

e testatrix was the daughter of a grazier and cattle 
dealer, known generally as “ Billy Murphy of Mount Merrion,” 
who amassed an enormous fortune, and at his — 80 dis- 
posed of his property that over £100,000 personalty came to 
a son et an aah he disposed off in charity, all but 
a legacy of £10,000 to the present testatrix, and a further 
sun of £25,000, which came to her as residuary legatec. The 
real estates of old William Murphy went, in the events 
which happened, to a grandson, also named William, who 
now disputed his aunt's will. It appeared that young Mr. 
Murphy had displeased his aunt, and had compelled os to 
leave the residence, Mount Merrion, where her father and 
family had resided. Miss Murphy then took another resi- 
dence, fitted up one of the rooms as a chapel for the daily 
service A the Korman Catholic Church, where a priest (engaged 
by her as 4 chaplain) officiated, and gave herself up almost 





wholly to ‘religious ” practices, and in all things consulted 
her chaplain. 

No witnesses were examined on the part of the relatives 
who disputed the will. 

The jury, after a short deliberation, found a verdict estab- 
lishing the validity of the will. 

Another case of a similar kind formed the subject of an 
injunction motion in the Rolls Court on the same day. Mr, 
Sherlock, Q.C., moved on a petition praying that certain 
persons, trustees for the Rev. B. Fitzpatrick, abbot of the 
monastry of La Trappe, at Mount Melleraye, County Water- 
ford, should be restrained from transferring a large number 
of National Bank Shares and other property to Mr. Fitz- 
patrick, pending proceedings in the Probate Court to dispute 
the validity of the will of a Miss Margaret Keily. 

The testatrix had executed a deed vesting the shares, &c., 
in the respondents in trust on her death for Mr. Fitzpatrick ; 
she had also made a will leaving her property to Archbishop 
Cullen in trust for the same gentleman, the object being to 
endow the monastry, near which she had spent the ‘ast 
three or four years of her life. This will was dispnted by 
her nephew. 

His Honour at once granted an injunction till further order, 
and directed a notice to be served, calling on those pro- 
pounding the will to proceed at once to trial in the Probate 
Court, and stated that,-in the event of the judgment being 
against the will, it would be necessary to amend the petition 
so as to pray relief, setting the trust deed aside. 

The frequency of such cases of alleged clerical influence has 
created an opinion that a change in the law is necessary, 
restraining the disposition by will of personalty for pious 
uses in the same manner as devises of real property for such 
purposes are now restricted. The subject is one of immense 
difficulty, and we would rather not express any opinion upon 
it without much further discussion than it has yet received. 


THE VACANT GOVERNMENT SOLICITORSHIP. 

Our contemporary the Hvening Mail has some remarks on 
the impropriety of appointing barristers to the office of soli- 
citor to various public departments. The Mail observes :— 

‘We cannot think it is creditable to the bar that a 
member of it should aspire in a direction which can only be 
characterised as downward. There is, surely, patronage 
enough within the reach of counsel—perhaps we may say more 
than is consistent with the public good—without places bein 
sought for them within the precincts of another profession. 

These remarks are, of course, directed at the office held by 
the late Mr. Smyly, in respect of which a rumour is current 
in the Hall of the Four Courts that the vacancy will not be 
filled up, but that some arrangement (similar to that in the 
English department) will be effected, by which a saving in 
expenditure can be made. Meantime the names of several 
solicitors of high standing and respectability are mentioned 
as having a good chance of succeeding Mr. Smyly. 


INCORPORATED LAW Soctety. 

The general half-yearly meeting of the Incorporated Society 
of Attorneys and Solicitors of Ireland was held on Wednesday 
at the Four Courts—Mr. Orpen in the chair. A conversation 
took place with respect to an important bill promoted by 
the society to put the attorneys and solicitors on the same 
footing as their brethren in England; to have them licensed 
in the same way, and the control of the profession trans- 
ferred from the benchers to the judges, who were to make 
rules for the regulation of the profession at the suggestion of 
the Incorporated Law Society. This bill, which was brought 
into the House of Lords by Lord Chelmsford, has been read 
a second time, and the further consideration of it adjourned 
until Monday next. It appears that the benchers in Ireland 
have sent a report in opposition to the measure to many 
of the Law Lords, including those who brought in the 
bill, and the Council of the Law Society are preparing a 
reply to that document, so that the Law Lords, and others 
who supported the bill, may be prepared for the discussion 
of the questions involved. The claim of the Irish attorneys 
to be daced on a perfect equality in all respects with the 
profession in England is so obviously right and just that we 
trust the measure introduced for thas purpose may speedily 
become law, 








On Thursday the Lord Mayor entertained several of the 
judges and a distinguished company at the Mansion House. 
( "hlef Justice Erle returned thanks for the Judicial Bench, and 
Sir Kt, J. Phillimore for the Bar, 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
At the meeting held at the Law Institution, on Tuesday, 
the 8th May inst., Mr. G. Sangster Green in the chair, 
the following question was discussed : ‘‘'Tenant covenants to 
ield up premises with certain enumerated articles, which 
all fall within the description of landlord’s fixtures, 
‘together with all other fixtures which shall at any time 
during the term be fixed or fastened to the demised 
premises.’ Does this bind the tenant to yield up tenant’s 
fixtures ?”—Bishop v. Elliott, 3 W. R. 160, 253, 454; 
Wilson v. Wheatley, 9 W. R. 331, 1 J. & H. 436. 
The question was opened by Mr. Addison on the affirma- 
tive side, and by Mr. Lloyd on the negative; and, upon 
being put to the meeting, was decided in the negative. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society, with Mr. Colyer in the chair, 
Mr. Wynne E, Baxter moved ‘‘ That an infant husband is 
liable for debts contracted by his wife prior to his marriage.” 
Mr .Sydney opposed. The opposing decisions of Turner v. 
Trisby, 1 Stra. 168 ; and Paris v. Stroud, 1 Barnes, 95, were 
quoted. The subject was decided in the negative. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, EASTER TERM, 1866, 
Finau EXAMINATION. 

The examiners have recommended the following gentle- 
men, under the age of 26, as being entitled to Tecoma 
distinction :— 

Artuur ALLIOTT WELLS, LL.B., Wells, Nottingham. 

JoHN WESLEY WooLsry, Nowell & Priestley, Barton- 
upon-Humber. 

EpmMunD JoHun THomMAs Jupcr Movrityan, Boys & 
Tweedies, London, 

RIcHARDSON PEELE, Thompson & Lisle, Durham; Crosby, 
London. 

JoHN CuLLIMoRE, Crossman, Crossman, & Lloyd, Thorn- 
bury ; Meredith, Lucas, & Meredith, Lincoln’s-inn. 

GreorGE STEPHENSON Lawson, Robinson, Sunderland; 
Dixon, London. 

WaLtterR Epwarp Moore, Richardson & Turner, Leeds ; 
Langford & Marsden, London. 

The Council of the Incoporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

'o Mr. WELLS, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. . 

To Mr. Woontsry, Mr. Movrityan, Mr. Peetr, Mr. 
CuttmmorE, Mr. Lawson, and Mr. Moorr, one of the 
Prizes of the Incorporated Law Society each. 

The following candidates, under the age of 26, whose 
names are placed in alphabetical order, passed examinations 
which entitle them to commendation :— 

Joun Crorr DEVERELL, B.A., Ridsdale & Craddock, 
London; Walters, Young, & Walters, London. 

James Kersuaw, Darbishire & Ashworth, Manchester ; 
Cunliffe & Beaumont, London. 

Lovis Pair Vincent, Chilton, Burton, 
Hart, London. 

The council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
merit. 

The answers of the following candidate were highly 
satisfactory, and would havo entitled him to a prize if he 
had not been above the age of 26 :— 

Harry SAMUEL WitiiAMs, M.A. 

Number of candidates examined, 88 ; passed, 78 ; post- 


poned, 10. 


Yeates, & 


TRINITY TERM. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

The Examiners have appointed Thursday, the 31st May 
inst., for the intermediate examination of persons under 
articles of clerkship to attorneys. Candidates are to attend 
on that day at half-past nine in the forenoon at the Hall of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane. ‘The examina- 
tion will commence at ten o'clock precisely, and close at 
four o'clock. 

Articles, &e., to be left with the secretary of the Incor- 
porated Law Society on or before Monday, the 14th May. 


The regulations in all other respects are identical with 
those already * published. 

Fina, EXAMINATION, 

The Examiners have appointed Tuesday, the 29th, and 
Wednesday, the 30th May, for the examination of persons 
applying to be admitted attorneys. Candidates are to attend 
on those days ac half-past nine in the forenoon of each day, 
at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery- 
lane. The examination will commence at ten o’clock pre- 
cisely, and close at four o’clock. 

Articles, &c., to be left with the secretary of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, on or before Monday, the 21st May. 

In all other respects the regulations for this examination 





are exactly similar to those already + published. 








COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY SITTINGS. 
Trrnity Term, 1866. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Tues. .. May 22.. App.mtns. & apps. 
Wednesday 23..Petns. & appeals. 
Thursday ..24..App. mtns.& apps. 
Friday......25..Appeals. 
No sitting—(Her 
Saturday ..26 |Meat bith 
kept.) 
Monday ....28 
Tuesday....29 Appeals. 
Wednesday 30 
Thursday ..31..App. mtns. & apps. 
Friday June | 
Saturday .. 2 
Monday .... 4 > Appeals. 
Tuesday .... 5 
Wednesday 6 
— ee on mtns. & apps. 
friday .... 
pre oe of Appeals. 
Monday ....11..Petns. & appeals. 
Tuesday ....12..App.mtns. & apps. 
N.B.—Such days as his Lordship 
shall be engaged in the House 
of Lords are excepted. 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 
Tues, .. May 22..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Wednesday .23..General paper. 
Thursday ..24..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 25..General paper. 
No sitting—(Her 
Saturday ..26 { Majesty’s birthday 
kept.) 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Monday ....28 jes sums., and 
general paper. 
Tuesday ....29 


Wednesday "304 General paper. 
Thursday ..31,.Mtns, & gen. papr, 
Friday June 1..General paper. 
Petns., sbt. caus., 
Saturday .. 2, adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday .... 4 
Tuesday .... 5 > General paper. 
Wednesday 6 
Thursday .. 7..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
8..General | aper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
+» 92 adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....11..General paper. 
Tuesday 2.. Mtns. & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 
LORDS JUSTICES, 
Lincoln's Inn, 
Tues. .. May 22.. App. mtns, & apps. 
Wednesday..23. . Appeals, 
Thursday ..24..A op. mins, & apps, 
Ptus. in 
Friday ....%5 joe: Apps, app, 
petus., & apps, 


Saturday 


No sitting—( Her 
Saturday . .26 7 Majesty's birthday 
kept.) 
~® 10 Sol, Jour, 169, 


lunacy, | 


Monday ....28.. Appeals. 
Apps. from the 
Tuesday ....29 { county Palatine of 
Lancaster & apps. 
Wednesday .30.. Appeals. 
Thursday ..31,. App. mtns. & apps. 
Ptns. in lunacy, 
Friday June 1 fo: apps., app. 
tns., & a) 
Saturday .. 2 - - 
Monday .... 4 
Tuesday.... 5 Appeals. 
Wednesday . 6 
Thursday .. 7..App.mtns. & apps. 
Petitns. in lunacy, 


Friday .... 8 |e apps., app. 
petns., & apps. 

Saturday .. 9 

Monday ....1i | Appeals. 

Tuesday ..12,..App. mtns.& apps. 

Notice.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lords Justices shal! be 
engaged in the Full Court, or at 
the Judicial Committee of the 

Privy Council, are excepted . 

V. C. Sin R. T. KINDERSLEY. 

Lincoln’s Inn. 
Tues. ..May 22..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Wednesday. .23..General paper. 
Mtns., adj. sums. 
Th ee x s 
ursday ..24 { & gen. pa. 

5 Ptns., sht. causes, 
Friday......25 } adj. sums., & gen. 
pa. 

No sitting -—(Her 
Majesty's birthday 
kept.) 


Saturday ..26 


Monday ....28 
Tuesday ....29 > General paper. 
Wednesday 2 

Mtns., adj. sums. 
Thursday ..31 tauee oe se 


Friday June 1 ne hg 
_ Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 2 fee gen. pa. 
Monday .... 4 

Tuesday .... 5 > General paper. 
Wednesday. . 3} 


Thursday .. 7 Mtns., adj. sums., 
gen, pa, 


Friday...... 8 


Monday ... 
Tuesday veel? f 


N.B.--Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

V. C, Sur JOHN STUART, 
Lincoln's Ina. 

Tues. .. May 22... Mtns. and causes, 

Wednesday 23, Causes. 

Thursday ..24.. Mtns, & causes. 


: { Pems., shit. causes, 
| Friday. s.++623) © caus, 


| { No sitting—(Her 
|; Saturday ..26 lee birthday 
Opt. 





| 
| Monday ....28 
| Tuesday... 29 } Carises, 


| Wednesday 30 


+ 10 Sol. Jour, 169, 
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Thursday ..31..Mtns. and causes, 
Friday June 1..Ptns. & caus. 
Saturday .. 2..Sht. caus. & caus. 
Monday .... 4 

Tuesday .... 5 > Causes. 
Wednesday. 6 

Thursday .. 7..Mtns. and causes. 
Friday...... 8.. Petitions & causes. 
Saturday .. 9..Sht. causes & caus. 
Monday ....11/“ Causes. 

Tuesday ....12..Motions & causes. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within 12 of the last cause or 
matter in the printed paper of the 


Ptns., sht. caus., 
Friday....0.25 4 adj. and 

general paper. 

No sitting—(Her 
Saturday ..26 Hon a birthday 


ept. 
Monday ....28 
Tuesday .. | General paper. 
Wednesday .30 
Thursday ..31.. Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Friday June 1,.General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 2{ adj. 
general paper. 


sums., and 


Monday .... 4 

Tuesday .... 5? General paper. 

Wednesday. 6 

Thursday .. 7..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Friday .... 8..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 

Saturday .. 9{ adj sums., and 
general paper. 





Monday ....11.. General paper. 
Tuesday ....12..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 


day for hearing. 


Vv. C. Sir W. P. WOOD. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Tues. ..May 22..Mtns. & gen. pa, 
Wednesday 23..General paper. 
Thursday ..24..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 

The following regulations have been made in the place of 
those which appeared at page 645 ante. 

During the vacation all applications to the Court of 
Chancery which are of an urgent nature are to be made to or 
. os chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page 

food. 

All applications exparte are to be sent to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood, by book-post, prepaid, accompanied with the 
brief of counsel, endorsed with the terms of the order 
applied for, and an envelope capable of receiving the papers 
to be returned, with sufficient stamps affixed thereon, and 
adressed as follows:—‘‘ To the Registrar in Vacation, Chan- 
cery Registrar’s Office, Chancery-lane, London, W.C.” 

On applications for injunctions or writs of ne excat Regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affi- 
davits in support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor, with any order 
his Honour may make thereon, will be returned to the re- 


so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 





gistrar. 
The Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained on appli- 
cation at his Honour’s chambers, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 


inn. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Wood will be open 
we 15th, 16th, 17th, and 18th May, from eleven till one 
o'clock. 








Notices oF AMENDMENT ON THE REFORM BILL.—To BE 
Movep In CoMMITEE IF THE BILL SHOULD BE COMMITTED.— 
Mr. Bright: That every borough shall have anumber of votes in 
the House proportionate to its registered electors, Calne being 
taken as the unit.—Mr. J. S. Mill: That a vote be given to 
every female above eighteen who has passed the Cambridge ex- 
amination for girls—Mr. Majoribanks : That a vote be given to 
any om who has a balance of £50 in any bank whatever.— 
Sir Robert Clifton: That a vote be given to any person who has 
overdrawn his banking account to the extent of £50, as his banker’s 
confidence proves the goodness of his character.*—Mr. Coleridge : 
That two members be given to each Inn of Court, and that no 


other constituency be permitted to return lawyers.—Sir Arthur | 


Buller: That no director of any joint-stock company be per- 
mitted to sit in the House of Commons.—Mr. Julian Goldsmid : 
That in the event of any member’s decease, his heir-at-law 
shall succeed to the seat without the formalities of election.— 


Sir William Hutt: That all members who vote with the Govern- | 


ment be recommended to their constituencies for re-election by 
Mr. Gladstone.—Mr. Oliphant : 
mendation be endorsed by Mr. Bright.—The O’Donoghue: That 
ugly men be ineligible, and that a committee of ladies be appointed 
to decide on the qualifications of the candidates.—Ouwl. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Money Market anp City INTELLIGENCE. 
a Thursday night. 
This being Ascension Day, the Bank directors did not meet 
till after 2 o'clock; and they separated without effecting any 
change in the rate of discount. 
* Adopted by Lord Amberley. 





, funds. 


That Mr. Gladstone’s recom- | 


| 8 per Cent. Consols, 85} 
| 8 per Cent 


' Do, 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 


All the continental bourses were closed to-day. 

At half-past three quite a panic prevailed upon the announce- 
ment that Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited) had closed their 
doors. They had made application to the Bank of England for 
assistance, which had been refused. The decisions in the Court 
of Common Pleas yesterda (Bateman v. The Mid-Wales Rail- 
way Company ; National Discount Company v. The Same ; ané 
Overend, Gurney, & Company v. The Same) and the failure 
of Messrs. Pinto, Perez, & Co., noticed last week, and some 
other matters, are said to have caused a run upon the deposits, 
making suspension prudent. A statement of the position 
of the company will be laid before the shareholders at an 
early date. The nominal capital is £5,000,000, with £1,500,000 
paid up. 

On Tuesday the Bank of England again raised the rate of 
discount from 7 to 8 per cent. It is understood that this 
sudden rise was attributable to the decrease in the reserve, 
which was £3,168,173 below the amount at which it stood on 
the 15th of March, when the minimum rate was reduced from 7 
to 6 per cent. A further rise is anticipated. 

The joint-stock banks advanced their terms for deposits from 
5 to 5} per cent.; the London and Westminster limiting this 
rate to sums of £500 and upwards. On amounts below this the 
interest allowed is 43 per cent. 

The discount houses give 5 to 54 - cent. for money at call ; 
5} to 6} at seven days’ notice; an to 7 per cent. at fourteen 
days’ notice. 

This day’s return shows the following results :—The reserve of 
notes has increased £111,075, the total standing at £4,950,325. 
The stock of bullion exhibits a decrease of £353,000, the 
aggregate being now £13,156,140. The private securities have 
augmented £463,822, the amount being £20,844,217. The 
public deposits rank at £5,781,827, an increase of £858,837; the 
other deposits have decreased £72,428, being now £13,516,537. 
The increase in the Government Securities is £200,000, the 
aggregate being 10,894,254. 

. are quoted for the June account ex dividend 84} 
to %. 

In Foreign Stocks Turkish 6 per Cents. are firmer, and the 
5 per Cents. have advanced. Italians are better, owing to the 

ceful declaration of M. Rouher in the French Corps Legis- 
atif. Spanish are a little firmer, it being understood that a 
settlement will be arrived at by means of the negociation of a 
new loan. 

But little is doing in English Railway Shares, and_prices 
remain almost stationary. ‘The traffic on the northern lines is 
satisfactory ; but those in the southern district, owing, probably 
to the coldness of the spring, do not at present show much 
elasticity. 

‘ Bank Shares are very dull, and prices continue extremely 
eavy. 

In miscellaneous, Imperial Land Company of Marseilles are 
greatly bey aay ae The price is7 to 5 discount. A call of £6 
per share has been made in two instalments of £2 10s. each, 
payable on the 24th instant and 24th of July. Imperial Mer- 
cantile Credit advanced a little upon the report issued by the 
auditors ; they range now from 9 to 8 dis.; Credit Foncier 4} to 

fdis., Overend, Gurney, & Co., 12} to 11}. dis. 

Lord Romilly, on Tuesday, made an order for the compulsory 
winding-up of Barned’s Banking Company, upon the petition of 
the Bank of England, who claim to be creditors to the extent of 
£300,000. The business of the bank was sold in June, 1865, for 
£160,000; and now, in less than ten months, it has stopped 
payment, with liabilities amounting to three millions and a-half. 

The report of the Sovereign Life Assurance why ory pre- 
sented to the shareholders on May the 2nd, stated that during 
1865 839 policies were issued, assuring £290,920, producing new 
annual premiums amounting to £10,578, being £2,000 in excess 
of any previous period. During the past five years £94,270 had 
been paid to the families and representatives of assured persons ; 
and after payment of all charges, £100,000 had been added to the 
The increase for the year 1865 alone exceeded £25,000. 

; Friday evening. 

The Directors of the Bank of England have raised the rate of 
discount to 9 per cent. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer has tem 
the Bank Charter Act of 1844, and authori 
to the amount of £5,000,000, 


rarily suspended 
the issue of notes 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, May 10, 1866. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

Annuities April, 85 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 

Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. ~- dis 

Ditto, £500, Do, dis 

Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. 5 dis 

Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Ct. (last half-year) 242 

Ditto for Account, — 


tto for Account, June 6, 84% 
Reduced, 83 

New 3 per Cent., 83§ 

Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 


Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 — 
Annuities, Jan, ’60 — 
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INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr.’74 212 } Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan. 72 
Ditto for Account, 210 Ditto, 54 od Cent , May,’79 107 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70, 1043 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. °88 95 Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. ’66 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000, pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4perCent.— | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 


Shares | Paid. | Closing Prices- 





Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......ccccssserseoee }1 p . 
Caledoni 6 
Glasgow and South-Western ............+0 113 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... . 

Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... 
Great Northern 

Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original ..........00...se00e 

Do., West Midland—Oxf 

Do., do.—Newport .... 
Lancashire and Yorkshi é 
London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 
London, Chatham, and Dover...........00+ 
London and North-Western... H0s 
London and South-Western aa 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln......... 
Metropolitan 

Do., New. 
Midland 

Do., Birmingham and Derby .........+4 
MOPED BrIGIOM osc ccccessscecccscsseangnescesessees 
North London esece 

Do., 1864 nencone 
North Staffordshire...........0ssesecessssesseees 
Scottish Central 
South Devon ........ 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale 


Vale of Neath 
West Cornwall ....... 





























See eee eeenenneneneeeeeaeeneens 























* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
May 4.—By Mr. A. Savitn. 

Copyhold residence and land, known as Huskards, situate at Fryern- 

ame near Ingatestone, Essex, containing about 8 acres—Sold for 
1,220. 
; By Messrs. Faresrotuer, Lye, & WHEELER. 

Freehold, 4 resid , being Nos. | to 4, Melrose-ccttages, Ham 
Frith-road, producing £92 per annum—Soid for £1,195, 

Freehold, 4 Residences, being Nos. 1 to4, Dumbarton-cottages, Ham 
Frith-road, producing £88 per annum—Sold for £1,180. 

Freehold, 2 houses and shop, being Nos. 126 and 127, Whitechapel- 
road—Sold for £2,920. 

Freehold estate in reversion, comprising 7 cottages, being Nos. 12 te 
18, Wood’s-buildings, Whitechapel-road—Sold for £560. 

Leasehold, improved rent of £12 per annum (for 41 years). issuing out 
of 3 honses, being Nos. 6 to 8, Somerset-place, New-road, St. 
George's-in-theZast—Sold for £130. 

Leasehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 45, Clarence-gardens, and 16, Little 
Albany-street, Regent’s-park ; term, 57 years unexpired, at £8 8s. 
per annum— Sold for £585, 

May 8.—By Messrs. Dantet Cronin & Sons, 

Lease, &c., of The Victoria Wine and Spirit Vaults, being No. 1, 
Lower Belgrave place, Pimlico—Sold for £11,000 

Lease, &c , of The Desborough Arms Wine and Spirit Vaults, Des- 
borough-place, !'addington—Sold for £5,000, 

By Messrs. Price & CLanK. 

Freehold building land, together with the cottages and buildings 
thereon, situate in Karls-court-road, Brompton—Sold for £2,080. 
May !0.—By Messrs Brapet. 

Freehold, 1a 3r 33p of pasture land, situate at South Weald, Brent- 

wood, Essex— Sold for £3,250. 

Freehold, 92 Ir &p of pasture land, and messnage, situate as above— 
Sold for £2 450. 

Freehold, 7a 2r 31p of building land, and cottage, situate as above— 
Sold for £2,600. 

Freehold plot of building land, situate on Tower-hill, Brentwood, 
fron 62 feet —Sold for £12. 

Freehold, 4a Or 9p of grazing land, with messuage and stable, situate 
at Brentwood—Sold for £1,000, 

Freehold, 5a Ir 10p of grazing land, situate as above—Sold for £720. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BARRY—On May 4, at Southgate, the wife of Arthur E. Barry, . 
Solicitor, of r= Ae Tern ofa son, » Bx 

BELL—On May 4, at Durdham Down, the wife of J. D, Bell, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-Law, ofa daughter, 

COTTON—On May 3, at Snaresbrook, Wanstead. Fsaex, the wile of R 
= hav cong Exsq., Civiland sessions Judge of Madura, Madras, ofa 

laughter. 

JARVIS—On May 5, at King’s Lynn, the wife of Lewis Whincop 

Jarvis, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 





MARRIAGES, 

CHANCELLOR - TOD—On April 17, at St. Thomas’s; Edinburgh, E. 
Chancellor, Esq., Writer to the Signet, to Anne H., daughter of J. 
R. Tod, Esq.. W.S 

COATES—JACKSON—On April 17, at Monk Fryston, York, James 
Coates, jun., Esq.. Solicitor, of Wetherby, to Charlotte, daughter of 
the Rev. Henry James Jackson, Vicar of Monk Fryston. 

DIXON—H ATTON—On May 9, at St. Clement Danes, Strand, the Rev, 
J. Gilbert Dixon, B.A., incumbent of St. Mary's. Norton Folgate, 
to Annie. daughter of F:ederick Hatton, Esq., Essex st, Strand. 

NALDER—WILSON—On May 8, at Sandgate, Fielding Nalder, Esq., 
Barrister-at- Law, to Louisa, daughter of the late John Wilson, Esq., 
Gray’s-inn. 

SHEARER—SUTTON—On April 21, at St. James’s, Piccadilly, H. 
Shearer, Esq., Lincoln’s«inn, to Jean G:, widow ofthe late W. H. 
Sutton, Esq., Herts. 

DEATHS. 


BOWER—On May 7, at Doughty-street, Thomas Holme Bower, Esq., 
Solicitor, aged 74. 

CHESLYN— On April 15, at Newton-le- Willows, Lancashire, Susan A;, 
widow of the late T. Cheslyn, Esq.. Solicitor, aged 58 

HUSSEY—On May |, at Folkestone, H. Hussey, Esq., late Registrar 
in the Court of Chancery. 

MIDDLETON—On May 7, at Hollywood, near Belfast, Eliza, widow 
of the late William Middleton, Esq., Solicitor, Dublin, aged 80. 

SMYLY—On May 8, at Dublin, John George Smyly, Esq., Q.C., D.L., 
Solicitor of Inland Revenue, Ireland, aged 69. 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


_ The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the foil 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other 
within Three Months: — 

Bowrer. Hexry George, Abingdon, Esq. £117 19s. 1d. New £3 per 
Cent. Annuities—Claimed,by said H. G. Bowyer. 
Greene, Tos, Esq., Whittington Hall, Lancashire. £2,233 63. 8d. 

Reduced £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said T. Greene. 

Megara, Louis Simon, St. James's Palace, Gent., and Many An®N Mzra, 
his wife Ten Dividends on the sum of £18 Long Annuities — 
Claimed by P. L. Mera, spinster, administratrix. 

Neate, Joan, Bramshott, Hauts, Esq., deceased. One Dividend on 
the sum of £1 000 Navy £5 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by Thos. 
Mellersh, the surviving executor, 

Witson, Josava Tunbridge Wells, Esq. £1,000 Consolidated £3 per 
Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said J. Wilson. 





g Names will te 
Claimants appear 


LONDON GAZETTES 


eMinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, May 4, 1866. 
Liuirgp In CeANceryY. 

Hill Pottery Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, by an 
order dated April 12, appointed Edward Hart, 12, Moorgate-st, 
offc'al liquidator. 

Jvint Stock Discount Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
has, by an order dated April !3, appointed Robert Palmer Harding, 
3, Bank-buildings, official liquidator. 

London Cotton Manufacturing Company (Limited).—-Vice-Chancellor 
Wood has, by an order dated April 9, appointed Charles Lee 
Nichols, 2!, Lawrence-! ne, Ch ide, official liquidator. 

National Horse Insurance Company (Limited).— Creditors are ree 

. quired, on or before June 1, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Graham 
Carttar, 7, Skinner’s-pl, Size-lane. Friday, June 15 at 12, is 
appointed ior hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 


Tvgspay, May 8. 1865, 
Limrrep m CHANCERY, 

Anglo-Greek Steam Navigation and [racing Company (Limited),— 
Petition for winding-up, presented May 7, directed to be heard 
before the Master of the Rolls on May 28 Ryan, Lincoln’s-inn« 
fields. solicitor for the petitioner, 

United Warehouse Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 31. to send their names and adire-sex, and the par- 
ticnlars of their d bts or clams, to James Boatficld Gibbors, 3, 
"Bank buildings, official liquidator. Monday. June 1! at Li, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

West Bank Iron Company (Limited).—Creditors. are requived, on or 
before June 4, to send their names and addresses. and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to James Trevelyan Kaynes, official 
liquidator. Tuesday. June i2 at 11, is appoiuted for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 





UNuiIMrIteRp In CHANCERY. 
British Union Assurance Company.—Order made by the Master of 
the Rolls, dated April 28, that the winding up of this compan 
be continued. Pulbrook, Threadneedle-st, solicitor to the pee 


tioner. 
Hriendly DSocteties Dessolved. 
Farpar, May 4, 1866, 
Brotherly Friendship Benefit society, Anchor-inn, St Catherine's, ar 
Guildford, Surrey. lay 2. 
Coe Freee Society, Castle Tavern, Chapel-st, Curtain-rd, Shore. 
itch, ay lt. 
aa ted Friendly Society, Commercial-inn, Fore-at, Devonport, Devom 
ay |. 
Turspay, May 8, 1866, 
om Samaritan Lodge of Odd Females, Swan Inn, Leigh, Lancaster, 
ay 4. 
Hereto:d District Orphans’ Educational Fund, Hereford. May 5. 
oe Friendly Society, Old Nieholl-st, Charch-st, Bethnal green 
ay 5. 
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Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, May 4, 1866. 

Coulthard, Edwd, Gray’s-inn-sq, Solicitor. June 6. Coulthard »v 
Coulthard, M. R. 

Longstaff, Wm Joseph, Sunderland, Durham, Beer Retailer. May 30. 
Hindmarch v Lynch, -R. 

Dennis, John, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Master Mariner. May 29. Simms 
v Dennis, M. R. 

Thomas, Wm, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Surgeon. May 23. Williams 
e Haneock,V C. Kindersley. 

Watford and Rickmansworth Railway Company, June I. Peircev 
Watford and Rickmansworth Railway Company, M. R. 


Touespay, May 8, 1865. 


Bingham, Marie Charlotte Chartier de Lotbiniere, ge ter, Hyde- 
park, Widow. June 2. Gunston v Mildmay. V.C. W 

Cartis, John, Upper Seymour-st, Portman-sq, Gent. J uns Dy Curtis 
v Graham, V. C. Kindersley. 

Hulton, Rev Thos, Gaywood, Norfolk, Clerk. June 2. Hulton v 
Hulton, V. C. Wood. 

Maybank, John, Dorking, Surrey, Wine Merchant. Junel. Perkins 
v Maybank. M. R. 

Reid, David Alex, Kidderminster, Worcester, Farmer. July 2. Reid 
e Johnston, M. 

Smith, Jeremiah Thos Beaton, Essex- pl, Old Bethnal-green-rd, Gent. 
Jane 4. Entwistle » Davis, V. C. Wood. 

Thomson, Mary Ann, Norfolk-ter, W eee West, Widow. 
May 26. T homson v Sandeman, V. C. Wood. 

Tuck, Hy, Princes-sq, Bayswater. June 1. Jones v Barber, V.C. 


Stuar' 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam, 
Fripay, May 4, 1866. 

Bush, Wm, Freethorpe, Norfolk, Brickmaker. June 20. Cufaude & 
Wiltshire. Gt Yarmouth. 

Clarke, John, Old Stratford, Warwick, Farmer. June 22. Hobbes & 
Co, Stratford-upon- Avon. 

Cronghton, Thos, Hanmer, Church-st, Lambeth, Cabinet Maker, 
June !. Tower, Lower Thames-st. 

Fisher, Jas Holwill, Marchmont-st, St Pancras. July 10. Thomas 
& Hollams, Mincing-lane. 

Gibbard, Thos, Cold Harbour-lane, Camberwell, Gent. May 31. 
Barker, Gt Portland- 8t. 

Glegg, John Baskervyle, Withington Hall, Chester, Esq. June 14. 
W. & H. T. Brown, Chester. 

Howey, Wm, Barnstaple, Devon, Esq. June 18. H. & F. Chester, 
Newington Butts. 

Kent. Thos, Church-rd, De Beauvoir-sq, Kingsland, Gent. Jan 4. 
Rayson, Newington-causeway 

Lee, Joseph, Carshalton, Surrey, Physic Gardener. July 1. Young 
& Jackson, Essex-st, Strand. 

Lord, Charlotte, Hanover- -ter-villas, Notting-hill. June 18. Coyte, 
St Mary-at-hill, 

Mayhew, Alf, Sydney Ho use, Kew Bridge, Solicitor. Junel. Mayhew, 


Carey-st. 

Meller, Jas Hill, Lant-st, Southwark, Gent. June 11. Lindsay & 
Mason, Basinghall st. 

O'Hara, Michael, Manch, Licensed Victualler. May 31. Meedham, 

an 

Osborn. Geo, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Wholesale Dealer in 
Paper Hangings. July 3. Anderson & Son, Ironmonger-lane. 

Reid, Dora Loraine, Lower Grosvenor-st, Widow. July 14. Baynes, 
Carey-st. 

Reid, Robt, Esq, Eaton-pl. July 14. Baynes, Carey-st 

Robinson, Ellen, Ulverston, Lancaster, Widow. May 23. Jackson, 
Ulverston. 

Simpson. Joseph, Wakefield, York, Bread Baker. June 8. Simpson, 
Wakefield. 

Stuart, Wm Forbes, Lee, Kent, Merchant. July 10. Thomas & 
Hoilame, Mincing-lane. 

=. a Jas, Hampton Court, Middx, Plumber. July 1. Taylor, 

y’s-inn-8q 

Wharton, Cristopber Wm, High-st, Notting-hill, Boot and Shoe 
Manufacturer. May 14. Poncione, Raymond-buildings, Gray s-inn. 

Wilson, Jas, Aufield, nr Lpool, Wholesale Butcher. July). T.& T. 
Martin. Lpool. 

Wood. John, Royston, York, F.urmer. May 31. Burbeary & Smith, 


Youeil, Hy, Gt Yarmouth, Narseryman. June 20. Cufaude & Wilt- 
shire, Gt Yarmouth. 


Toespar, May 8, 1866. 


— —— Palmer, Ipswich, Saffolk, Solicitor. July 1. Jackaman 
Son, Ipewi 
= bn, , Gent. Ang 1. Whitehead & French, 


Cari ge. 
Barritt, Lucy, Bary, Lancaster, Spinster. June 9. Woodcock, Bury. 
Brookes, Thos, High Ercall, Salop, Farmer. June 25. Barker, Wer. 
Barch, Anne,Gt Russeli-at, Bloomsbury, Widow. June 14. Jones & 
Son, Miilman-pl, Bediord-row. 
— jleeby, Lincoln, Widow. June 18, Goy, Barton-on- 
om 
Coristie, Jobn, Ipswich, Suffolk, Merchant. July 1. Jackaman & 
fon, Ipswich. 
Cooke, Thos, Newport, Isie of Wight, Eeq. July 5. Blake, Newport. 
— ty sy Shelton, Bedford, Cierk, July 3. Birch & Ingram, 
nook’ a-ins 
Ison, Joviah. Castle Donington, Leicester, Merchant. June 16, ¥.& 
T. Vieher, Ashby de-la Zouch. 
Hunter. Chas, Glasshouse st, Kegent-st, Captain. Juned0. Vallance 
Vallance. t. Strand, 


& 

Matthews, Joviah, Beville. row. Barlington-gardens, Warehouseman. 
June 1b. Cooke. Serjeante’-inr., Chancery-iane, 

— Lin, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. June 1s. Budd & Son, Bed- 





Prentice, Saml, St Dunstan, nr Canterbury, Gent. June 30. Sankey 
& Co, Canterbury. 

Shaw, — Tpewteh, Suffolk, Gent. July 1, Jackaman & Son, 
Inswic 

Taylor, Ann Timothy, Columbia, South Carolina, America. June 30. 
Hull ke Co, Lpool. 

Thackrah, Catherine, Maidenhead, Berks, Spinster. July 7. Bur- 
goynes & Co, Oxford-st. 

Trevanion, Georgiana Augusta, Ramsgate, Kent, Widow. July 2, 
Booty & Butt, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

White, Fredk Geo, Taunton, Somerset,Gent. Junel, Trenchard. 

Wise, John, Cambridge, Gent. June 1, Whitehead & French, Cam- 
bridge. 

Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
Fripay, May 4, 1866, 


Boylson, Jean, Long-acre, Licensed Victualler. April7. Stileman & 
Neate, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury-sq. 


TueEspay, May 8, 1866. 


Williams, Thos Middleton, Worksop, Nottingham,Surgeon. April 10. 
Hodding, Worksop. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, May 4, 1866. 
Adams, Frances, Armthorpe, York, Widow. April 16, Asst. Reg 


May |. 

Antill, Alf,& Wm Wilkinson, Birm, Manufacturing Jewellers. April 19. 
Asst. Reg May 2. 

—) OT Sutherland-pl, Pimlico, Comm Agent. May1. Comp. 
Reg May 4 

Birch, Joba, Birm, Provision Dealer. April6. Asst. Reg May 3. 

Booth, Thos, Newton-le-Willows, Lancaster, Joiner. April9. Asst. 

Reg May 1. 

Booth, Thos, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. April 27, Comp. Reg 
May 1, 

Brearley, Thos, Batley, York, Rag Dealer. May 2. Asst. Reg 


ay 3. 

Bromley, a Bakewell, Derby, Shoe Manufacturer. Aprilll. Asst. 
Reg May 2. 

Brooks, Cecilia, Burnley, Lancaster, Woollen Draper. April 3. Comp. 
Reg May | 

Burr, Hy, Maidstone, Kent, Plumber. April24. Asst. Reg May 3. 

ae. John, Reading, Berks, Draper. April 11. Asst. Reg 
May 

Clark, ji as Thos, Cleckheaton, York, Linen Draper. April 6. Comp. 
keg May 3. 

Colpourne, Hy, Melksham, Wilts, Bacon Factor. April 19. Comp. 
teg May 3. 

Coggin. Thos, cemenenany -cottages, Wandsworth-rd, Clerk. April 19. 
Comp. Reg Ma 

Cross, Chas, W ~ al Somerset, Baker. April 4. Asst. Reg 
May |. 

Forrester, iets Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Draper. April 14, Asst. 
Reg May |}. 

Frith, Joseph, Lpool, Flour Dealer. March 15, Comp. Reg May 2. 

Goldsmith, Geo, Horsted Keynes, Sussex, Ironmongers April 6. 
Asst. Reg May 3. 

Grayburn, Thos Fredk, Leeds, Fire Engine Manufacturer. April 11. 
Asst. Reg May 2. 

Griffiths, Robt, Lpool, Grocer. April 26. Comp. Reg May 

Hicks, Robt, Seckforde-st, Clerkenwell, Livery Stable Wears April 
18. Comp. Keg May 4. 

Huut, Ralph, Manch, Grocer. April 20. Asst. Reg May 1, 

Jackson, Sofa, St John-st, Clerkenwell, Draper. April5. Asst. 
Reg May 2. 

Johnson, Sydney, South Norwood, Surrey, Brewer, April 23, Comp. 
Reg May 1. 

Jong, Salmon de, Lpool, Draper. April 28. Asst. eg May 3. 

Kerruish, Danl John, Lpool, Gasfitter. April9. Asst. ay 

Knight, kdwin, Plymouth, Grocer. April9. Comp. Reg M 

iamten, John, March, Cambridge, Baker, April 14. ree “Reg 
May 2. ‘ 

Little, John, Lpool,Grocer. April 18, Comp. Reg May 1. 

op Thos Milnes, Manch, Comm Agent. April25, Asst. Reg 


Martha, Jas, Salford, Lancaster, Builder. April 27, Comp. Reg 
May 3. 
siperia, Edwd, Thornhill-sq, Islington, Clerk. May 1. Comp, Reg 


May 3. 
Saslee tion, Manch, Stay Manufacturer, Asst. Reg Mog 5. 
Page, John, Hythe, Kent, Grocer. April13, Asst. Reg May 2. 

Pepperdine, Wm, Lincoln, Timber Merchant. April12, Comp, Reg 


May 3. 

Pilkington, Timothy, Wigan, Lancaster, Joiner. April 23, Asst. 
teg May 4. 

Riley. Wm Hy, Pannal, York, Commercial Clerk. April 10. Comp. 
Reg May 

Sines, Jo Sah, New Cavendish-st, Portland-pl, Teacher of Music. 
April 20. Comp. Reg May 

Standfield, fay fog Edwin, Crewkerne, Somerset, Coach Builder. April 6. 
Asst. Reg 

Thomas, Fredk, "Bishops ate-st, ve. Manufacturer of Cooking 
Apparatus. April 6. mp. Reg May 2. 

ose. Edwin, Sheffield, proaien Dealer, April 26. Comp. 
Reg May 

Webb, pr hy Robt, Mansion- “ys han ~ Brompton, Journeyman 
Bricklayer. Aprilj3. Asst. nog in 

Weils, Wm, Fore-st, Cripplegate, «hell April 13, Asst. 


Reg May 2. 
‘ Turspay, May 4, 1866. 
sme John, Portsea, Southampton, Baker, Aprill8. Comp. Reg 


y 8 
Anhiey Hy, Sutherland-ter, Pimlico, Tailor, April 30, Comp. Reg 
Anyi Joseph, Aston-juxta-Birm, Builder, April 13, Asst, Reg 
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Bell, Peter, Richd Barnes Bell, & Wm Scott, jun, Alderman’s-walk, 
Merchants. July 6. Inspectorship. Reg May 4. 
Cairns, John, Sheriffhales, Salop, Farmer. April 7. 


May 5. 

Chamberlain, John, Bell-yd, Gracechurch-st, Tailor. May 3. Comp. 
Reg May 7. 

Clapham, John Geo, Batley, York, Manufacturer, April9, Comp. 
Reg May 4. 

cleee, John Hague, Manch,Grocer. April 30. Asst. Reg May 7. 

Cohen, Rosetta, Cow-cross-st, Smithfield, Dealer in Old Iron. April 
18. Comp. Reg May 8. , 

Collom, Wm Boswarva, Calstock, Cornwall, Mining Agent. April 26. 
Asst. Reg May 5; 

Coppoek, Wm Hy; Manch, Hay and Straw Dealer. April17. Comp. 
Reg May 7. : 

Devereux, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Carpenter. April 13. Asst, 
Reg May 5. 

Freeman, Thos, jun, Newport Monmouth, Grocer. April 21. Comp. 


Comp. Reg 


Reg May 7. 

Fatvoye. Fredk Adelaide-rd, Haverstock-hill, Gent. March 7. Comp. 
Reg May 5. 

Hanrott, Howard Augustus, Hampstead, Gent. May 2. Asst. Reg 
May 7 


y 7. 

Harman, Geo, Winchester, General Dealer. April 23. Asst. Reg 
May 8. 

Hickling, Hy, Nottingham, Coal Dealer. April 16. Comp. Reg 


Bigssn, Jas, Habergham Eaves, Lancaster, Carrier. April10. Asst. 
Reg May 7. 

Holloway, Richd, Minories. April 19. Comp. Reg May 7. 

Hughes, Thos Kendal, Lpool, Bookkeeper. May 3. Comp. Reg 


May 7. 
— Geo, Ettingshall, Stafford, Grocer. April 12. Asst. Reg 
ay 4. 
Jones, Edwd, Bristol, Comm Agent, Aprill0. Asst. Reg May 7, 
Joseland, Wm, Worcester, Grocer. April 16. Asst. Reg May 7. 


Kettlewell, John, York, Butcher, April?. Asst. Reg May 4. 
a a Geo, Edge Hill, nr Lpool, Plumber. April 17. Comp. Reg 
Reg 


Reg 


May 8. 
—, Joseph, Bodmin, Cornwall, Builder. April 25. Cony. 
ay 5. 
Mitchell, John, Eccleshill, York, Shopkeeper. April 16. Conv. 
7 


lay 7. 
Megeriige. John, Kingsland-rd, Grocer. April 18. Comp. Reg 
v8 


fay 8. 
Morris, Fredk, Leadenhall-st, Merchant, April 7. Comp. Reg 
May 5. 
_ Wm, Knutsford, Chester, Shoe Manufacturer. May 3. Comp. 
eg May 7. 
Pinto, Meir, Manch, Cigar Merchant. April 13. Asst. Reg May 5. 
Prior, Joseph Fredk, Tottenham, Bookseller, April 26. Comp. keg 
May 7. 
Revill, Ralph, Uttoxeter, Stafford, Coal Merchant. April 18. Asst. 
Reg May 7. 
Ross, Peter, Sbrewsbury, Salop, Grocer. April. Asst. Reg May 4. 
Sayer, John, Bristol, Berlin Wool and Fancy Warehouseman. April 16. 
Comp. Reg May 3. 
Sedgwick, Giles, Leeds, Grocer. April17. Comp. Reg May 7. 
Sidebotham, Mary, & John Sidebotham, Manch, Provision Dealers. 
April9. Comp. Reg May 7. 
Oresting. om, Dewsbury, York, Bacon Factor. May 3. Comp. 
g May 7. 
Stant, John Thos, Shrewsbury, Salop, Builder. April 27. Comp. 
Reg May 7. 
Summerfield, Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, General Dealer. April 10. 
Asst. Reg May 5. 
Bes, Gee, Mirfield, York, Beer Retailer. April19. Asst. Reg 
lay 7. 
Vavasseur, Hy, Sumner-st, Southwark, Corrugated Iron Merchant, 
May 4. Comp. Reg May 4, 
Vernon, Saml, Chester, Baker. April 12, Asst. Reg May 5. ‘ 
Weaver, Richd, John-st, Lambeth, Scale Board Cutter. April 30. 
Asst, Reg May 4. 
Wyler, Walter Fredk, Folkestone, Kent, Hatter. May 1. Comp. Reg 


ay 7. 
a Thos, St Woollos, Monmouth, Farmer. April 7. Comp. 
g May 5. 
Yeo, Isaac, Devonport, Devon, Grocer. May 2. Asst. Reg May 7. 


Bankruyts. 
Fripay, May 4, 1866. 
To Surrender in London, 
Busby, John, Bicester, Oxford, Dealer in Cattle. 
atl. Munday, Fssex-st, Strand, 
Cheek, Wm, Colchester, Essex, Smack Builder. Pet April 30. May 
Batll. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Crook, Jas, King-st, Clerkenwell, out of business. Pet May 1. May 
2%6at ll. Grayson, Gt Ormond-st, 
Cunningham, Hy Stewart, Mincing-lane, Wholesale Tea Dealer, Pet 
May 3. May 23 atl. Thomas & Hollams, Mincing: lane, 
Dantziger, Jas Wm, Sutherland-st, Pimlico, Clerk. Pet April 18 
May 26 at 11, Thomson & Co, Cornhill, 
Dawson, Jas, Billiter-sq, Shipping Agent. Pet April 27. Ma 
1. Bell, Abchurch-lane. 
Friend, John, Dover, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 23. 
22at12. Pook, Lawrence Pountney-hill, Cannon-st 
Girdler, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 30 (for pau). 
Mat 12, Munday, Basinghall-st. 
Hastie, Jas, Pancras-lane, Merchant. Pot April 27, May 21 
Bell, Abchurch-lane. 
Inman, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 1 (for pau). 
Watli, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
Kendall, Percy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 4. May 32 
at il. Lewis & Lewis, fly pl. 
Knight, Jobn, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet May 2, May 23 at 1. 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Miller, Job, South Norwood, Surrey, out of business. Pot May 2. 
May 23.at 1. Chidloy, Old Jewry. 


Pet May 2. May 23 
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Mostyn, Robt John, Tenison-st, York-rd, Lambeth, Gent. Pet April 
30. May 30at 11. Whitehouse, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Niemann, Edmd John, Charlotte-st, Bedford-sq, Artist. Pet May 1. 
May 30at 11. Fereday, Bedford-row. 

O’ Rourke, Edmd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 27. May 26 
at 12. Bedward, Adelphi-ter, Strand. 

Owers, Thos, Westbourne- gardens, Westbourne-grove, House Detora- 
tor. Pet April30. May 22 at2. George, Jermyn-st. 

Pinch, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 30(for pau). May 
22 at2. Kent, Cannon-st. 

Read, Jas, Turner-st, Commercial-rd East, Carcase Butcher. Pet 
April 28. May 21 at2. Sorrell, Gt Tower-st. 

Scott, Walter, Old Montague-st, Osborn-st, Whitechapel, Baker. Pet 
May |. May 23 at 12. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 

Smith, Chas, Cumberland-ter, Bayswater, Tailor’s Foreman. Pet 
ts tee 27, May 22 at 12. Dubois & Co, Church-passage, Gres- 

am-st. 

Solomons, Nathan, Gray’s-inn-rd, Holborn, Picture Frame Manufac- 
turer. Pet April 30, May 2l1at2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Standing, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 27 (for pau). 
May 21 atl. Kent, Cannon-st West. 

Tinsley, Wm, Chapel-pl, Long-lane, go Manager to a Hop 
Merchant. Pet May 1. May 26at 11. Howell, Cheapside. 

Tosh, Peter, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 27 (for pau). 
May 30 at 11. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 

Townsend, Geo, Park-st, Southwark, Cheesemonger. Pet April 27. 
May 2l atl. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Southwark. : 

Turner, Thos Harrison, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 30 (for 
pau). May 22 at2. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 

Wingrave, Josiah Dickins, Luton, Bedford, Straw Plait Bleacher. 
Pet April 30. May 23at1l. Sismey, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bailey, Hy, Newnham, Gloucester, Blacksmith. PetMay!. Bristol, 
May 16 at 11. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. : 

Bell, Geo, Mcnkwearmouth Shore, Durham, Rigger. Pet April 27. 
Sunderland, May 22 at 3. Steel, Sunderland. 

Bunton, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Oxford. Pet April 23 (fcrpau). May 
i4at 10. Thompson, Oxford. - 

Cartwright, Jas, Thirsk, York, Boot Maker. Pet April 28. Thirsk, 
May \6 at 11. Mason, York. 

Moon, Wm Christopher, Sunderland, Durham, Druggist. Pet May !. 
Newcastle-upon Tyne, May 18 at 1!. Moore, Sunderland. 

Clare, John Aston, Coventry, Warwick, Watch Manufacturer. Pet 
May |. Birm, May 21 at 1. Parry, Birm. 

Clayton, Ruth, Bradford, York, Dressmaker. Pet May 1. Bradford, 
May 22at10. Terry & Watson, Bradford. 

Cooper, John, South Clifton, Nottingham, Miller. Pet May1. Birm, 
May l5atll. Freeth & Co, Nottingham. 

Davies, Wm, Llanfihangel-y-Croyddin, Cardigan, Farm Servant. Pet 
April 20. Aberystwith, May 15 at9. Hughes, Aberystwith. 

Dimbleby, Joseph, Plymouth, Devon, Tailor. Pet April 2l. Fxeter, 
May 16 at 12.30. Lloyd, Wood-st, Cheapside. 

Dingle, Jas Trehane, Northhill, Cornwall, Butcher. PetMayl. Exe- 
ter, May 15 at 11. Gurney & Co, Launceston. % 

Ellis, Wm, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Miller. Pet April 28, 
Newark, May 18 at 10, Ashley, Newark. 

Evans, Christmas Kinsey, Ardwick, Lancaster, Salesman. Pet May 
2. Manch, May 29 at 9.30. Mann, Manch. 

Frith, Joseph, Lpool, Baker. Adj May 1. Lpool, May 16 at Il. 
Norris & Son, Lpool. 

Gilbert, Jas Fredk, Manch, Contractor. Pet April24. Manch, May 
16 atll. Heath & Sons. 

Graham, Jas, Sebergham, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet April 30, Wig- 
ton, May 16 at 12. Carrick, Wigton. 

Humphries, Herbert, Kingswinford, Stafford, Licensed Victualler’s 
Assistant. Pet April 27. Stourbridge, May 18 at 10, Maltby, 
Stourbridge. 

Hunton, John, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet April26. Lpool, May 
I4at3. Barker, Lpool. 

Jackson, Richd, Lpool, Boot Maker. Pet May 2. Lpool, May 16 at 11. 
T. & T. Martin. Lpool. s 

Jewett, John Middleton, Devonport, Devon, Gunner H.M.’s Ship Im- 
placable. Pet April 30. East Stonehouse, May i6at 11, Edmonds 
& Sons, Plymouth. 

Jones, John, Khosllanerchrugog, Denbigh, Publican. Pet May 1. 
Wrexham, May I5atll. Acton, Wrexham. 

Kinlan, Thos, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Watch and Clock Maker. Pet 
— 30. Tonbridge Wells, May at 3. Halse & Co, Tonbridge 
Wells. 

Lawrence, Chas, jun, Monmouth, Builder. Pet April 28. May 16 at 11. 
Williams, Monmouth. 

Lea, Abraham, Nicolds, Hoole, Chester, Surveyor. Pet May 1. Lpool, 
May !6 at 1). Churton, Chester. 

Leadbitter, Richd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Forge Labourer. Pet May 
1. Newcastle, May 17 at 10. Brignal, Durham. 

Lewis, Wm, Vaynor, Brecknock, Quarryman. Pet April30. Merthyr 
Tydfil, May 19at2. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. : 
Martell, Jeremiah, Portsea, Southampton, Dealerin Wood. Pet April 

30. Portsmouth, May li atl. Field, Gosport. 


Mason, Thos, Byfield, Northampton, Blacksmith, Pet May1l. Daven. 
try, May 16.at 10. Gery, Daventry. i 
Mills, Saml, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Tea Dealer, Pet May 2. New- 
castie-upon-Tyne, May 17 at 12, Bousfield, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. 
Mitton, John, Mears Ashby, Northampton, Baker. Pet May !. Wel- 
lingborough, May (6 at 12, Cook, Wellingborough. 
Newman, Hy, Folkestone, Kent, Bricklayer. Pet 2. Folkestone, 
May l7 at 10, Minter, Folkestone. 
Newbold, John Davison, Lincoln, General Dealer, Pet May 2. Leeds, 
May 16 at 12. Tweed, Lincoln. 
= Hy Edwin, Bruton, Somerset, Draper. Pet April 27, Bristol, 
ay 16at11, Abbott & Leonard, Bristol. 
Pixton, Thos Rhodes, Lpool, Watch Maker. Pet April 30, Lpool, May 
Wat tl. Bremner, Lpool, 
Fouys, Somers, Seeeeral, York, Clerk. Pet May |. York, May 23 at 
» Mason, York, 
Prov), eae, Bath, Milkman, Pet April 27. Bath, May 16 atl. 
Ricketts, . 
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Robinson, Wm, Westhall, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Pet May 1. , Hales- 
worth, May l6at tl. Read, Halesworth, : 

Sands, Edman, Potterhanworth, Lincoln, Wheelwright. Pet April 30. 
Lincoln, May 2! at 11. Rex, Lincoln. 

Sittcomb, Hy Albert, Sheffield, Pork Butcher, Pet May, 2. Sheffield, 
May 17 at 1. Micxlethwaite, Sheffield. 

Stevens, John, Oxford, Barman. Pet April 21 (for pan). Oxford, 
May l4at 10. Thompson, Oxford. 

Sutcliffe, Whitworth, Lee Hy Sutcliffe, & Jas Sutcliffe, Halifax, York, 
nee Pet April 27. Leeds, May 17 at ll. Norris & Foster, 

aulifax. 

Taylor, Edwd, Bath, Furniture Broker. Pet May 1. Bath, May 21 at 
il. Bartrum, Bath. 

Tayler, Saml, Seend, Wilts, Corn Dealer, Pet April23. Bristol, May 
16 at ll. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Todd, Joseph, Kingston-npon-Hull, Fishmonger. PetMay2. Leeds, 
May 16 at 12, Reed & Abbey, Hull. 

Watson, Wm Arthur, Edgbaston, Warwick, Architect. Pet May 2. 
Birm, May 21 at 12. Allenby, Birm. - 

Williams, Chas, Liancynfelin, Cardigan, Mine Agent. Pet April 19. 
Aberystwith, May 15 at 9. Hughes, Aberystwith. 

Whitlock, Alfred, Middleton St George, Durham, Publican. Pet May 
2. Darlington, May 21 at 10. Nixon, Darlington, 

Wyatt, Chas. Farringdon, Devon, Butcher. Pet May 3. Exeter, May 
19at11. Floud, Exeter. 

TuEsDAY, May 8, 1866. 
To Surrender in London.. 

Batt, Chas Le, Elvaston-pl, South Kensington, Servant. Pet May 4. 
May 26 at 1. Greaves, Southampton-st. 

Bernstein, Joseph, Fleet-st-hill, Bethnal-green, Stick Manufacturer. 
ret May 4. May 28at1l. Reed, Guil -chambers, Basinghall- 


st. : 
Case, Chas, Milman-st, Russell-sq, out of business. Pet May 3. May 

30 at 2. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 

Crundell, Saml Steph, Tanbridge Wells, Kent, Watch Maker. Pet 

Falkner, Hy, Red Lion-sq, Linen Draper. Pet April 30. May 22 at 2. 

Franklyn, John Plott, Hornchurch, Essex, Saddler. Pet May 3. May 
23.at2. Preston & Dorman, Basinghall-st. 

Pet May 2. May 30at12. Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Guthmann, Fritz Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 3 (for 
Holloway, Stephen, North Woolwich, Kent, Cowkeeper. 

May 26at1. Hughes & Co, Woolwich. 

Pet April 

26. June4ati2. Head & Pattison, Cannon-st. 

Horton, John, South Crescent, Store-st, Bedford-sq, Upholsterer’s 
Jell, Edwd Geo, New Brompton, Kent, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 

Pet May3. May 23 at 2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Johnson, Walter Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 3 (for 

pau) June4atll. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 

May 3. May 30at2. Brighten, Bishopsgate st. 

Moody, Wm, East-st, Walworth, Boot Manufacturer. Pet May 4. 
Peak, Thos, Barnet. Hertford, Builder, Pet May 2. May 30at 1 
Hembery, Staple-inn, Holborn. ° ee 

May 26 at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Rayne, Edwd Fletcher, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 2. May 
Sawyer, Thos Wm, Waterloo-rd, Lambeth, Perambulator Maker; Pet 

May 4. May 26at1. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

May 4. May 30at2. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 
Steell, Saml Geo, & Robt Pearson, Walworth how Sona.’ Wholesale 
Tothill, Francis Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet M 

26atl. Davis, ated hy ° ee 

Key Maker. Pet May 3. May 23at2. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 
Vliet, Emanuel Van, Prisoner for Debt, Frm ng Pet May 4. May 28 
Wood, Edwd, York-rd, Islington, Publican. Pet May 4 

Beckitt, Moorgate-st. acta imi 
Atherton, Robt, Prisoner for . A j i 

ao iat lor Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 18. Lpool, 

Oldbury, 

May 15 at li. Shakespeare & Hartill, Oldbu ‘ 

Bearn, Saml, Plymtree, Devon, Innkeeper. 


May 3. May 30at1. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 
Mote, Warwick-ct, Gray’s-inn. 
Goldstandt, Adolph, Albert-ter, Tredegar-rd, Bow, Comm Agent. 
pau). May 23at2. Goatiey, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
Pet May 4. 
Hope, John Farquharson, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Publisher. 
Assistant. Pet May 3. May 26 at12. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 
Basinghali-st. 
Klein, Hermann, Tottenham-ct-rd, Refreshment House Keeper. Pet 
May 22 atl. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 
Poynder, Wm, Horne, Surrey, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet April 21. 
36at1. Rooks & Co, Eastcheap. 
Solomon, Moses, Oakley-pl, Ashweil-rd, Bethnal-green,Plumber. Pet 
sxugyiete. Pet May 3. May 26 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s- 
Tarnbull, Jas Wm, Longford-st, Regent’s. pk, Journeyman Pianoforte 
atll. Lewis, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Baker, Benj, Halesowen, Worcester, Grocer. Pet May 1. 
May 21 at il. Gould, Honiton. 


Pet May 5. Honiton, 


Bradnum, John, Geldeston, Norfolk, Beerseller. 
May 19 at 10. Kent, Beccles. ler. Pet May 4. Beccles, 


Caunt, John, Skegby, Nottingham, Saree. Pet May 5. Mans- 


field, June liatii, Clark, Mansfield 


, Wm, Northampton, Baker. Pet May 5. Nort ’ 
May 26 at 19. Shoosmith, Northampton "a irene 


F John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Fish Dealer. Pet May 3. ] 
May \$at ll. Carslake & Barhum, Bridgwater. ae 
Jeremiah, Stockton, Durham, Blacksmith. Pet May 4. Stock- 
ton-on-Tees, May 24 at 11. Climmett, jun, Stockton. 
, Jobn, Childer Thornton, Chester, Butcher. Pet May 3. 
Lpool, ve 24at12. Kent, Lpool, 
Higley, Daul, Stoke Prior, Worcester, Butcher. Pet May 2, Broms- 
are ~~ ED 9 i €, 2. B 
’ , Birm. ass Caster. t . . 
: Southall & Nelson, Birm. sie. si aca 
acobs, Robt, Upweil, Norfolk, Thrashing Machine Proprietor, Pet 
May |. Wisbech, May 24 at'12. Ollard. Upwell. 
‘ewitt, Furniss Moore, Thorne, York, Confectioner, Pet May 2. 
y May 16 4t3. Woodhead, Doncaster. 





Kingsbury, John, jun, Hintlesham, Suffolk, Boot Maker. Pet May 1, 
Ipswich, May 16 at tl. Moore, Ipswich. 

Machin, Geo, Rotherham, York, Retailer of Beer. Pet May 2. Rother- 
ham, May 24at 11. Whitfield, Rotherham, 

Milihouse, Wm How, Woolsthorpe, Lincoln, Shoemaker. Pet May 3 
Grantham, May 2! at ll. Malim, Grantham. 

Mitton, Edwd, birm, Attorney-at-Law. Pet May 4. Birm, May 21 at 
12. Smith, Birm. _ 

Moody, Chas, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Joiner. Pet May 1. Gt Grimsby, 
May 18 at 1!. Chester, Grimsby. 

Payne, Hy, Fulbourn, Cambridge, no occupation. Pet May 4. Cams 
bridge, May 21 at2; Whitehead & French, Cambridge. 

Scarisbrick, Walter Jancey, Lpool, Bookkeeper. Pet May 4. 
May 18 at 2. Gray, Lpool. , 

Shaw, Thos, Pinxton, Derby, Baker, Pet April 28. Alfreton, May 14 
at 12. Smith, Derby. . 

Stone, Hy, Brighton, Sussex, Milliner. Pet May 3. Brighton, May 
22atll. Mills, Brighton. 

Taylor, Edmd, Rochdale, Lancaster; Stonemason. Pet May 5. Manch 
May 18 at 12. J. & H. Standring, Rochdale. 

Walker, John, Leeds, York, out of business: Pet May 4. Leeds, May 
28 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED: 
Frrpay, May 4, 1866. 
Clifton, Robt Chas, King-st, Whitehall, Law Writer. April 14. 
Martin, Alex, Aldermanbury, French Bonnet Manufacturer. April 26 
Gibson, Thos Cummings, Lpool, Ship Builder. April 30. 
Neustadt, Jacob, Strand, Tailor. May 2. 
om, me Brunswick-st, Hackney-rd, Wadding Manufacturer, 
pril 28, 


Lpool, 


Tuespay, May 8, 1866. 
Cohen, Philip, Salford, Lancaster, Gent. May 4. 


Thomas, Richd, Leominster, Hereford, Currier. May 2. 








( RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. ¥ 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 


Date... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certatn, ar by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


ERSEY DOCK ESTATE.—LOANS OF 
1 MONEY. The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE that they are’ willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Fifteen Shillings per 
centum per annum interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years, 
Intere warrants for the whole term, payable halt-yearly at the Bankers 
of the l'oard in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jefferson, Esq., Treasurer. 
Dock-office, Liverpool. 

By order of the Board, JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 

Dock- office, Liverpool, April 17, 1866, 

UTUAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
39, King-street, Cheapside. 

Invested capital, £554,146. 

The bonus on policies paid during the past year varied, according to 
standing and age, from £4 to £62 per cent. on the sum assured. the 
average being £41 10s.; that is £141 10s, has been paid on each £100 
assured, taking one policy with another. 

CHARLES INGALL, Actuary. 

The Commission to solicitors is five per Cent. on all New and Renewal 
Premiums. 


PxurosaL For LOAN ON MORTGAGES, 








Now ready, in 1 vol., price 5s., 
TREATISE ON THE LOCUS STANDI of 
PETITIONERS against PRIVATE BILLS in PARLIAMENT. 
By JAMES MELLOR SMETHURST, Esq., of Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, M.A., and of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sruvens & Haynes, 11, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, Law Publishers. 





This day is published in 2 vols., royal 8vo, price £3 3s, cloth, 


RIDEAUX’S PRECEDENTS IN CONVEY- 
ANCING, with Dissertations on its Law and Practice, Fifth 
Edition. By FREDERICK PRIDEAUX and JOHN WHITCOMBE, both 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Esqs., Barristers-at- Law. 
London: Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, 
“ London Gazette” (published by authority)eand London and Country 
Advertisement Office, No, 119, Chancery-lane, Fleet street, 
ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to \he advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N B. One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
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SOVEREIGN LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 





EXTRACT 
From the Seventieth Annual Report of Directors to the Proprietors on the 2nd of May, 1866. 





& That vigour and success are the characteristic features of the ‘SoVEREIGN,’ is apparent from the fact that during the year 
1865 we have issued 839 Policies, assuring £290,920, and producing new annnual Premiums amounting to £10,578, a larger 


accession by nearly £2,000 than on any preceding occasion. 


“ On reviewing the transactions of the last five years it will be found that, after paying during that period £94,270 to the 
families and representatives of the deceased, together with all demands and charges, nearly £100,000 have been added to the Funds, 


the increase in 1865 alone exceeding £25,000 


Colonel Batuurst, J. W. HuppLEston, Esq., M.P., Q.C., and CHARLES OsnorN, Esq., the Directors who this year 


retired in rotation and again elected. 


The usual Dividend of 5 per cent. on the paid-up Capital and Bonus Additions was also declared. 


The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 


HENRY D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 











—_—— 


| Vin tai eee REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 
Established 1835, Capital £500,000. 


Francis Bennett Goldney, Esq. 
Chas. Richard Harford, jun., Esq. 
Henry Pigeon, Esq. 


Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. 
Major C. L. Boileau. 
Lieut.-Colonel Chase. 
William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry Roberts, Esq. 

Thomas Curtis, Esq. George Roots, Esq. 
tAuditors—Charles Armstrong, Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq.; 
Alfred Langdale, Esq. 

Solicitors—Messrs. Clayton & Son. 
Bankers—Messrs. Coutts & Co. 
Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases reversionary property, iife interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 
JOHN CLAYTON, } 
FRANCIS S. CLAYTON, 


[DEBENTURES at 65, 53, and 6 per 
CEYLON COMPANY LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £750,000. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman -LAWFORD ACLAND, Esq. 

Henry Pelham Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Steplien P. Kennard, Esq. 
Patrick ¥, Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Robert smith, Esq. 

MANAGER. 
C. J. BRAINE, Esq. 

The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES on the following 
terms, viz., for 1 year at 5 per Cent., for 3 years at 54 per Cent., and for 
5 years and upwards at 6 per Cent. per annum. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the Office of the Company, 
No. 7, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London, E.C. 

By Order, R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


Joint 
Secretaries. 


Cent. 





Major-General 
Burn. 

Harry George Gordon, Esq. 

George Ireland, Esq. 





“BONUS YEAR—SPECIAL NOTICE. 
LERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


EsTagpisHeD 1824. 
The Eighth Bonus will be Pe in January, 1867, and all With- 
Profit Policies in force on the 30th June, 1866, will participate, so that 
Persons who complete such Assurances before June 30th next, will share 
in that Division, although one Premium only will have been paid. 

Tables of Rates, and Forms of Proposal, can be obtained of any of the 
Society’s Agents, or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 
13, St. James’s-square, London, 8.W. 


Ed UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 





COMPANY. 
Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lang. W.C. 
Capital—ONE MILLION STERLING, fully subscribed by upwards of 
500 of the leading Members of the Lega! Profession. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 
Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr, Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.S. 
The only Law Office in the =— Kingdom combfning Fire and Life 
nsurance, 


FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

Insurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally, 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869, At the Division of 
Profits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
eon per annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
mvred. 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, Reports of the Company's Progress, 
and every other information, will be forwarded, postaye free, on applica- 
tion to any of the Local Directors or Agents of the Company, or to 

FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 


5 ee LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK give No- 
tice that the Rate of Interest allowed on Deposits, at seven days’ 
call, is this day raised to 54 per Cent. per annum. 
' JOHN W, NUTTER, General Manager, 
No. 5, Princes-street, May 8, 1866. 











TP\HE LAND MORTGAGE BANK OF INDIA 
(CREDIT FONCIER INDIEN), Limited. 
Subscribed Capital, £2,000,000. Paid-up, £400,000. 
Caarnman—H. Nelson, Esq. 
Derory-CuaisMan—P. Northall Laurie, Esq. 


RECTORS. 
Major-General Balfour, C.B. W. Mackinnon, Esq. 
H. L. Bischoffsheim, Esq. Mons. Alphonse Louis Pinard. 
J.C. Bowring, Esq. Jervoise Smith, Esq. 
W. S. Fitzwilliam, Esq. H. Worms, Esq. 
Sir J. P. Grant, K.C.B. 
BANKERS, 


The Union Bank of London. 
Messrs. Smith, Payne, & Smiths. 
ManaGer—J. Wiggins, Esq. 


Farther issue of £500,000 of the Debentures of this Bank bearing £5 
per Cent. interest at the price of £87 for every £100, redeemable at par, 
within 30 years, by half-yearly drawings. 

The issue of 1864 of £500,000 of these Debentares, having been fully 
subscribed for, the Bank has authorised a further issue of £500,000 of its 
Debentures, upon the terms above mentioned, in bonds to bearer, or 
registered proprietor, in sums of £20, £100, £500, ani £1,000 each. 

The Debentures of the Bank are secured by the whole of its invested 
uns, and by the additional guarantee of the uncalled capital, which at 
present is £1,600,000, represented by a proprietary of about 1,500 Share- 
holders. The investment of the Bank’s fands is restricted, by the 
articles of association, to real estate in India and Government securities, 
and the issue of debentures can never exceed the sum so invested. 

The above price of issue gives to the subscriber 5} per cent. interest on 
the amount invested, and a cash bonus of £14 18s. 10d. per cent. on the 
redemption of the bonds at par by the half-yearly drawings, which, averag- 
ing the period of drawing, yields a return of 6} per cent. 

The Bank also issues Debentures at par for fixed periods of three, five, 
seven, and ten years, bearing 54 per Cent. interest. 

The bonds are payable either to bearer—transfers passing from hand 
to hand without endorsement, and free of further stamp duty—or to 
persons duly registered in the debenture books of the Bank, ownership 
changing only by transfer deed. Coupons for the half-yearly interest 
are attached, payable either Ist January and Ist July, or ist April and 
Ist October, by which means investors have the option of drawing their 
interest half-yearly or quarterly. 

Applications to be made at the oTices of the Company, 17, Change- 
alley, Lombardestreet. E.C., where a:y further information may be 
obtained. —By order of the Board J. WIGGINS, Manager, 


YOUR-AND-A-HALF PER CENT. ON FIRST- 
CLASS LANDED SECURITY IN ENGLAND, UNDER ACT OF 
PARLIAMENT. 

To Trustees, Insurance Offices, Charitable Institutions, Solicitors, 
Brokers, and the general Public. 

Mortgage Debentures, registered at the Government Office of Land 
Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., under the powers of the 
Mortgage Debenture Act, 1865, bearing 43 per cent. interest, are issued 
for the sum of £50 and upwards, for terms of from one to ten years and 
transferable by indorsement. 

The Mortgage Debentures are secured : 

ist. By the deposit with the Registrar in terms of the Act, of an equal 
aggregate at least of Mortgages and rent charges upon real property, and 
of securities upon rates and assessments upon the owners and occupiers 
of real property, within the powers of the Act of Parliament, 

Qnd. By the guarantee of the uncalled capital of £900,000, ef the Land 
Securities Company, Limited (fhe Lord Naas, M.P., President) of which 
£500,060 by the Act is absolutely appropriated as additionhl security to 
the holders of the Mortgage Debentures. 

In every case a Statutory Declaration under the Act must be made 
and filed at the Office of Land Registry by a Surveyor or Valuer ap- 
proved by the Government Inclosure Commissioners for England and 
Wales, that the advance made, including all previous incambrances, if 
any, does not exceed two-thirds of the Estate charged. 

Registers of the Mortgages and other Securities, and of the Mortgage 
Debentures, are kept in the Office of Land Registry, 

The Registered Mortgage Debentures, of which no over issue is pos- 
sible, are endorsed by the Registrar as conclusive evidence that the 
requirements of the Act of Parliament have been complied with, 

Trustees having a general power to invest Trust Monies in or upon the 
security of Shares, Stock Mortgages, Bonds or Debontures of Companies, 
incorporated by or acting under the authority of an Act of Parliament, 
are authorised by the 40th section of the Act to invest in the Registered 
Mortgage Debentures. 

Apply to the Hon. WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, Land 
Securities Company (Limited), 3, Parliament-street, London, S.W. 
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THE LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK, 
CHANCERY LANE BRANCH—124, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


THE DIRECTORS HEREBY GIVE NOTICE, that this Branch of the Bank IS NOW OPEN for business, 


ist May, 1866. 


F, K. Hewitt, Manager. 








THE LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1836, 


HEAD OFFICE--5, PRINCES STREET, MANSION HOUSE. 


WESTERN BRANCH-—69, PALL MALL. 


CHANCERY LANE BRANCH-124, CHANCERY LANE. 





DIRECTORS, 


Wituram Brrep, Esa. 
Wituram Biovunt, Esq. 

F. BoyKett, Esq. 

Geo. THos. Brookinc, Esq. 


Ap. Sir J. Duke, Barr. 


Fran. B. Goipney, Esq. 
Cuas. JAMES Heatu, Esq. 
FREDK. J. JOURDAIN, Esq. 


Puittp Wm. Fiower, Esa. 


Donatp LARNACH, Esq. 

Henry Ler, Esq. 

Joun G. Mac.ean, Esq. 
Gro. GARDEN NicoL, Esq. 
Joun T. Oxiey, Esq. 


GrorGE PoLLARD, Esq. 
Frepx. RopEWALD, Esq. 
Rosert RyrieE, Esa. 
GrorGE TAYLER, Esa, 





Heap Orrice - - 
Country DePARTMENT 
WEsTERN Branco - 


69, Pall Mall - - 
Cuancezny Lane Brancu 


124, Chancery Lane - 


SicretaRy—ALFRED SCRIVENER. 


5, Princes Street, Mansion House - 
5, Princes Street, Mansion House - 


J. W. Nurrer, General Manager. 
W. F. Narraway, Manager. 

R. G. Barciay, Manager, 

F. K. Hewirr, Manager. 


The Capital of the Bank is £3,600,000, in 72,000 Shares of £50 each. The sam of £15 has been paid on each Share, 


and the present paid-up Capital of the Bank is £1,080,000. 
The Guarantee Fund amounts to £315,262. 


Current Accounts are kept agreeably to the custom of London Bankers. 
Parties keeping Current Accounts with the Bank can transfer to a Deposit Account any portion of their Balance, upon 


which Interest at the current rate of the da 
Sums of £10 and upwards are Box toes § 
periods as may be eo upon. 
The Agency of 


will be allowed. 
on deposit at interest from parties not customers, either at call or for fixed 


oint Stock Banks, Private Bankers, and Foreign Banks undertaken. 


Investments in, and Sales of all descriptions of British and Foreign Securities, Bullion, . &e., effected. 


Circular Notes are issued free of charge for the use of Travellers, payable in the Principa 
Europe and in the chief Commercial Cities of the World. Letters of Credit are also granted ou the same places. 
may be obtained at the Head Office, in Princes-street, Mansion House, or at the Branches. 


Towns on the Continent of 
They 


Dividends on English and Foreign Funds, or Railway and other Shares and Debentures received without charge to 


Customers. 
May, 1866. 





; ppv LIFE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, LONDON, W. 


EsTABLIsHED 1806. 


Invested Capital, £1,663,919. 
Annual Income, £203,438. 
Bonusses Declared, £1,451,157. 
Ciaims Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,908,452, 


President, 
Tue Ricut Honovgasce Eager Geer, 


The Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) are divided among the Insured. 


Examples of Bonuses added to Policies issued by 
THE PROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE. 





| No.of Date of| Annual Sum | Amount with | 
Policy. Policy. | Premium. Insured. Bonus additions. 





| | zs. 4. £ 


| £ 
1823 194 15 10 5,000 | 

' 

| 


10,632 14 2 
10,164 19 0 
9,637 2 2 
9,253 5 10 
8,576 11 2 
4498 7 6 
2,827 13 5 


165 4 2 | 5,000 
20513 4 | 4,000 
157 | 8 | 5,000 
12213 4 | 4,000 
491510 | 1,000 
2918 4 | 1,000 


1821 
1624 
1825 
1616 
1621 
150% 





Iuscnaxces may be effected in any part of the kingdom by a letter 
addressed to “ The Secretary,” No. 50, Regent-street, London, W. 


Comumiseion.—The usual Profi Lc ission of 10 per Cent. upon 
the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. upon Renewals, is allowed to So- 
licitors and others, and continued to be paid to the party introducing 
the Assurance. 








OUNTY FIRE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, and No. 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
ESTABLISHED 1806, 

CapiTaL, £700,000, 
Returns paid to Insured, £287,223. Claims paid since the Establish- 
ment of the Office, £1,348,975, 
TRUSTEES AND DIRECTORS. 
The Hon, Arthur Kinnaird, M.P. Henry B. Churchill, Esq. 
Sir Richard D. King, Bart. Richard Dawson, Esq. 
Sir G. E. Welby Gregory, Bart, The Rev. Humphrey W. Sibthorp. 
Samuel Veasey, Esq. Frederick Squire, Esq. 
&c., &c., &e. 
Mavacine Dizecror.—Jolin A. Beaumont, Esq. 
The Rates of Premium charged by the County Fire Office are upon the 
lowest scale consistent with security to the Insured. 
All Losses are settled with promptitude and liberatity. 
When a Policy has existed Seven Years, a Retuan of 25 per cent. on 
one-fourth of the Premiums paid, is declared upon such Policies, 
The Return thus paid at the present time amount to £297,842 
The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy Holders 
who have participated in these Returns :— 





Policy No.| * Name and Residence of Insured. 


9 BEEs orccces 


Bonus. 





& 
ae 
— 


cHecotvaensae?| 
} 


| 

138,142 | W. F. Riley 
156,308 
114,163 
156,784 
143,872 

99,218 
139,634 


; W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street .... | 
Major-General Vyse, Stoke-place, Slough... | 
| Peter Thompson, Esq., Frith-street, Soho.... 
| Sir James J. Hamilton, Bart., Portman-square | 
| John Amor, Esq., New Bond-street ...se0+. | 
69,699 | Lady Jane Rodd, Wimpole-street .......... 
257,954 | The Rt. Hon. Earl Howe, Gopsali Hall, Leices- 
| CORED. cccstcccercedsccerceetevevsstes 
| The Rev, C. Barter, Sarsden, Oxon .....06 
| J. H, Hamilton, Esq. M.P., Abbotsf6wn, Dublin 
| Edward Thornton, Esq., Princes-street, Han- 
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49,024 
350,497 
; § 1,118 











CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 
Commission, —The usual Commission of 5 per cent. upon New Policies and 
Kenewals, is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional Gentlemen 
introducing business to the County Yire Office. 
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THE 


CREDIT FONCIER AND MOBILIER OF ENGLAND 


(LIMITED). 





CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED, FOUR MILLIONS, IN 200,000 SHARES OF £20 EACH. 
CAPITAL PAID UP, ONE MILLION. 


GENERAL RESERVE FUND, £500,000. DIVIDEND RESERVE FUND, £150,000. 





NUMBER OF SHAREHOLDERS, 4,363. . 





DIRECTORS. 
THE RIGHT HONOURABLE JAMES STUART WORTLEY, Governor. 
JAMES LEVICK, Esq., 
JAMES NUGENT DANIELL, Esq., § DEPUT!-GovERNoRs. 


JAMES CHILDS, Esq., Wm. HARRISON, Esq. JOSEPH MACKRILL SMITH, Esq. 
ALEXANDER DUNBAR, Esq. RICHARD STUART LANE, Esq. | EDWARD WARNER, Esq., M.P. 
CHARLES ELLIS, Esq. CHARLES E. NEWBON, Esq. JAMES WHITE, Esq., M.P. 
ADOLPHE HAKIM, Esq. HENRY POWNALL, Esq., J.P. 


ALBERT GRANT, Esq., M.P., MANAGING DIRECTOR. 


BANKERS. 


TuE AGRA AND MASTERMAN’S BANK, LIMITED; THE NATIONAL BANK; Messrs. SMITH, PAYNE, AND SMITHS, 
THE NATIONAL BANK OF SCOTLAND, 


SECRETARY. 
ALFRED LOWE, Esq. 


OFFICES—I7 & 18, CORNHILL, E.c. 








DFYPosiTsS. 





DEPOSIT CERTIFICATES, 


With Quarterly Interest Warrants attached, issued by the 


CREDIT FONCIER AND MOBILIER OF ENGLAND 


(LIMITED). 





NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN 


That on and after Ist May next, until further notice, Money will be received on Deposit, for which Deposit 
Certificates with Interest Warrants attached, payable quarterly, will be issued for the following periods, at the 
following fixed rates for such periods, viz, :— 

For 1 year ae eee eee ase os ae 7 per cent, 

For 2 years Te se’ dee dee “re wee ae 

For 3 years eu ans vee see ads aa 8 a 


The distinctive features of these Deposit Certificates are— 
1. The perfect security afforded to Depositors by the large Subscribed and Paid-up Capital. 
2. The large Reserve Funds. 


8, The convenience of the Quarterly Interest Warrants, which can be detached and paid in through any 
Banker, 


Forms of Application can be obtained of the Secretary, to whom all communications must be addressed. 


By order of the Court, 


17 & 18, Cornhill, London, 27th April, 1866, ALFRED LOWE, Secretary. 
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OANS on DEBENTURES.—The Directors of 
4 the LONDON, CHATHAM, and DOVER RAII.WAY COMPANY 
are prepared to receive LOANS on DEBENTURES of £100 and 
upwards for Two or Toree Years, at Six per Cent per annum. 
Conpons for Interest are issued with the Debentures, and are 
Te half yearly, on the ist January and the Ist July, 


payab 
By order, 


y W. E. JOHNSON, Secretary. 
Victoria Station, Pimlico, S.W. 


Worcestershire. —In a highly picturesque part of the county, three 
miles from Newnham-bridge Railway Station, six miles from the 
market-town of Tenbury, and 17 miles from Worcester, 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
are instructed to SELL by AUCTION, atthe LONDON TAVERN, 
on TUESDAY, JUNE 5, at ONE, the valuable and important FREE- 

HOLD ESTATE, known as Eardiston, comprising a commodious FAMILY 

MANSION, with Lawns and Pieasure-grounds, Pinery, Conservatory, 

Greenh , Peachhouses, Vineries, extensive Kitchen Gardens, Stabling, 





O SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C, 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicit rs at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on application of by letier. 





LANDED INVESTMENTS. 
ME. ROBINS, of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall 


(Established in the Piazza, Covent Garden. 1780), has for Sale by 
private contract, very desirable Freehold Estates, situate in the counties 
of Shropshire, Warwickshire, and Yorkshire, affording to Trustees and 
others having from £7,000 to £41,000 to invest, some of the finest se- 
curities that can be desired. Address, Mr. Robins, as above. A List of 
Freehold and Leasehold House Property, &c., for investment, post free on 
application. 


Sussex.— Farms, Building Land, &c., within a few miles of Brighton, and 
near stations on the London and Brighton Line, giving votes for both 
divisions of the country. 


ESSRS. WILKINSON and SON have been 
favoured with instructions from the owner to SELL by AUC- 
TION, at their Estate Sale Rooms, 168, North-street, Brighton, on 
THURSDAY, the 24th day of MAY, 1866. at TWO for THREE o'clock 
precisely, the following important Freehold and Copyhold estates. viz. :— 
A Freehold Farm, known as Broad Street Farm, in the parish of Keymer, 
about a mile and a-half from Hassocks-gate and Burgess hill stations, 
consisting of 43 acres and 35 perches, of which about 31 acres are 
meadow, with comfortable farm house and homestead. This property is 
situated upon an eminence with the most delightful views, slopes to the 
south. and is peculiarly suitable for the erection of a good house. A 
freehold farm. known as High Hatch, lying in a rinz feace, about 
equi distant from Hassock’s gate and Burgess-hill stations, in the 
parish of Hurstperpvint, with a capital family residence, private 
stabling nearly new. agricnitural buildings of the most modern 
description, three newly-built cottages, &c ; it comprises 14! acres 
Ir. 2p..in convenient enclosures. A compact freehold farm, Shedding- 
dean, about # mile from Burgess hill station, in the parish of Keywer, 
containing about 49 acres, with farm-house and homestead. An 
excellent farm, Little Hicksted, in the parish of Twineham, con- 
taining 67 acres Ir. 36p.. with capital farm-house and homestead, 
and three well-built cottages. It is freehold, with the exception 
of about 23 acres, which are copyhold of the manor of Saddes- 
combe, held by a quit rent of 2s. 6d., a fine at will, and a heriot 
of best beast on death, Five inclosures of Copyhold Meadow Land, 
in the parish of Albourne, containing 2va. and 7p., with a cottage, 
barn. and orchard, held of the manor of Perching by a quit rent 
ot 13s. 4d. a fine at will, and a heriot of best beast at death. 
Five cottages known as “ Cards Houses,” in the village of Hurstper- 
point, producing £39 4s. per annum, and having a considerable frontage 
to the street. Also various pieces of Building Land, in al: about 90 acres, 
in the parishes of Ditcheling, Hurstperpoint, Keymer. and Clayton, com - 
prising many of the best sites in the neighbourhood of Brighton, all 
within from three-quarters of a mile to a mile and-a-half from either 
Hassock’s-g#te or Burgess-hil] stations. The demand for land in these 
districts is very great, and there is little doubt that for a building specu- 
lation there is no neighbourhord in the county of Sussex more eligible 
than this; al! the land lies high. has delightfal views of the South Downs 
and the Weald of Sussex, and is easily accessible from both London and 
Brighton. from which latter place it is from seven to ten miles distant. 
The agricultural buildings. gates, ard houses upon the respective farms 
are in excellent repair, and all the properties are approached by good 
roads. The tenants of all the properties are under notice to quit at 
- hae) , and p ion may be had upon completion of pur- 
chase. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had a fortnight prior to the 
e, 
Messrs. UPPERTON & UPPERTON, Solicitors, Pavilion-buildings, 
Brighton; 
at the principal Inns in the neighbourhood; and of Messrs. WILKINSON 
& SON, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 168, North-street, Brighton. 











Periodica) Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policier of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerica) Preferments, Rent Charges,and 
al! other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 


R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the present year will take place at the LONDON 
TAVERN, or the following days, viz.:— 
Friday. May 11. Friday. July 13. 
Friday, June 8. Friday, August 10. Friday, November 16. 
Friday, September 14, | Friday, December 14 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., whereinformation as to value, &c., 
aud printed cards of terms may be had. 


ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly). 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hanting Quarters, Shoote 
ings and Fishings, farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James's, $.W., onposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 24th of each month. 


Friday, October 12, 








and all the requisite Outbuildings ; Cottage for Gardener, and Lod 
Entrance ; and the several FARMS known as the Lowe. the Moor, the 

arm, Whiteh and D i » With excellent Farmhouses and 
Buildings thereon, the whole comprising about 1,020 acres, lying 
well together (with trifling exceptions) in a ring fence, and forming 
altogetler a most attractive residential property. 

The surface of the land is much diversified, and from the Mansion 
and other parts of the Estate splendid views may be obtained, 
The estute is bounded on the south by the River Teme, to which it 
has a frontage of nearly two miles, affording excellent grayling and 
trout Fishing, and is also interse.ted by several Trout Streams, and 
approached by god roads. 

There is excellent building stone, sand, lime, and brick earth on the 
Estate, and Seams of Coal underlie a considerable portion. 

First rate shooting may be ensured, and Worcester, Hereford, and 
Ludlow Hounds meet in the immediate neighbourhood. 

The estate is exceedingly well timbered ; about 140 acres are in wood 
and ash plantation, about 160 acres orchard, 315 acres arable, 13 acres 
hops, and 350 acres of pasture, most of which is prime, sound, meadow 
land that on the banks of the river having quite a county reputation as 
some of the best land in England. 

The parish church is situate about a mile from the mansion, and there 
is a post-office in the village. 

The present rental of the estate (exclusive of the mansion and woods 
in hand) is over £2,050, and as some of the lands are considerably under- 
let a larger income may be anticipated on a re-valuation, 

Particulars and plans, with conditions of sale, may be obtained shortly 


of 
Messrs. TATHAM, CURLING, & WALLS, Solicitors, No. 3, 
Frederick’s place. Old Jewry; of 
EDWD, HOUSMAN, Esq.. Solicitor, Bromsgrove ; 
and of the Auctionevrs, 80, Cheapside 


Lee, Kent.—Valuable Freehold Properties, comprising a pretty, de- 
tached Residence, with good garden, a pair ot semi-detached Villas, 
and Building Land adjoining, about 10 minutes’ walk from the 
Lewisham Railway Station. 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the LONDON TAVERN, on TUESDAY, 

MAY 22, at ONE, in Four Lots, THREE FREEHOLD RESIDENCES, 

in a charming situation, known as Euastdown-park, Lee, about 10 

minutes’ waik from the Lewisham Railway Station; one a capital de- 

tached House, known as Eastdown Villa, having six bed rooms, dining, 
drawing, and breakfast rooms, and domestic offices, all above ground, 
and surrounded by well-planted gardens, with lawn, wall fruit trees, 
shrubs, and evergreens; occupied by the owner; in excellent order 
throughout, and to be sold, with possession ; the others, adjacent, known 
as Nos 1 and 2, Ashburton-villas, are a pair of well-arranged, semi- 
detached houses, having four bed rooms, dressing room, dining, drawing, 
and breakfast rooms, and domestic offices, with good garden}; now let 
to highly-resp-ctable tenants, at’ the low rentals of £4) a-year each. 

Also a Piece of valuable treehold Building Land, planted with wall and 

standard fruit trees, nearly surrounded by good brick walls, having a 

frontage of 75 teet by an average depth of about 143 feet, eligible jora 

pair of semi-detached residences, or offering an important addition to any 
of the houses 
Particulars of 
Messrs. J & S. BARNARD, Solicitors, York-road, Lambeth ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80 Cheapside. 


Camberwell.—Sufe Investment in well-let House Property, fur Sale 
by Order of the Trustee. 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, at the LONDON TAVERN, on THURSDAY, 

MAY 31, at ONE, in Three Lots,SIX Brick-built HOUSES, known as 
Nos, 19 to 24, Bishop’s-road, Camberwell; Nos. 19 to 23 are let to 
yearly tenants (who pay all rates anc taxes) at rentals amounting to £120 
per annum. Held by lease for 99 years from 24th June, 182, at £5 
each ; No. 24 being underleased for the whole term (less 10 days) at £5. 

Particulars of 
W. A, SMITH, Esq., Solicitor, 90, Denbigh-street, Pimlico; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


BY MR. JOHN WHITE. 

On THURSDAY, the 7th day of JUNE next, at TWO o’clock in the 
afternoon, at the 100m of the LIVEKPOUL LAW ASSOCIATION 
(Limited). Liverpool. 

LL that FREEHOLD ESTATE, called the 
. Mossley-hill Estate, with the farm-house and buildings there- 
on, the property of Kdward Griffin, Esq., situate partly in the town- 
ships of Garston and pa tly in Allerton, and about four miles from 
Liverpo |. It contains 167 statute acres of land or thereabouts, and 
has a frontage to the Garsion-road of about 684 square yards, and to 
Rose-lane of about 915 yards, and to Allerton-road of about 207 yards 
or thereabouts. Beautiful and extensive views are obtained of the 
river Mersey and the surrounding country from various parts of the 
estate ; it contains many sites well adapted for the erection of first- 
class houses, aud it is one of the most eligible lots of building land 
in the neighbourhood of Liverpool. 
The London and North-Western Railway, from Liverpool to Run- 
corn Gap, passes through the property (the two parts being con- 
nected by a newly constructed bridge), and The Mossley-hill Station 


Under the estate are beds of red and white sandstone, rock clay, 
and sand. 
Printed and further particulars may be had, and a plan of the 
estate seen, upon application to 

Messrs. SIMPSON & NORTH, Solicitors, 1, Rumford-street, 


Liverpool . 























